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2. 


CONTENTS: 


Brief Narration of the Alterations made in the Engliſh Re- 
formed Service of the Euchariſt by K.Edw. 6. and Qu. Eliza- 
beth. f. 1, 2, 3- 


Three Obſervables concerning K. Edward's Declaration. $.4,5,6. 


Contrary to the firit Obſervable the Preſence of our Lord”s 
Natural Body and Blood in the Euchariſt maintained by Cal- 
vin, Beza, and Engliſh Divines. oF. 8,9,10, &c. to o. 18. 


Contrary to the ſecond Obſervable, the Reaſon given of our 
Lord's not being preſent ; namely, becauſe a Body cannot be in 
two places at once, diſcuſſed. Where 

I. Proteſtants are ſhewn confeſſing the Preſence of our Lord an 
ineff able Myſtery. 

2. That any one ſeeming contradiftion can no more be effetted by 
Drvine Power, than another, or than many other the like,may: 
and therefore this, of the ſame Bodies being at the ſame time 
in ſeveral places, cannot by th:ſe Writers le denie1 a poſſibi- 
bility of being by the Divine power (o verified g.21. 

3. That theſe Writers muſt hold this ſeeming contradiction true, 
or ſome other e juivalent thereto, ſo long as holding a real ſub- 
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The Contents. | 


fantial preſence of the very body of Chriſt to the worthy 
Communicant here on earth, contradiſtintt to any ſuch other 
real preſence as implies only a preſence thereof in its virtue, 
efficacy, benefits, ſpirit. pF. 23. 
The difference of Schoolmen concerning the Mode of Preſence in the 
Euchariſt. g. 24. 
4. This Propoſition, of a Bodies not being in ſeveral places af 
once, by the more judicious Proteſtants formerly not allowed 
to regulate their faith, but only Divine Revelation. g. 28. 


3. Contrary to the third Obſervable, That no Adoration is in- 
tended or due to any Corporal Preſence, ſhews. 

I. That, all granting kneeling and adoration due to God the Fa- 
ther and the Son; nat likely, that the Clergy will deny, that 
were there a corporal preſence of Chriſts Body in the Sacra- 
ment, then ſuch kneeling and adoration to be due. þ. 39: 

2. Corporeal preſence denied(that i with the ordinary properties 
of a Body,)yet if any other Prefence (whatever name be given ]. 
it) as Real as one Corporeal, be aſſigned from Divine Revela- 
tion, Adoration, thus, no leſs due. PS. 40. "J 

3. That the Church of England hath heretofore believed and 
maintained ſuch Preſence, as they allowed, adorable. J. 41. 


Some Replies that may be returned to this Diſcourſe, conſidered, 


i. That not the Eſſence of the Body of our Lord is denied in the Eu- 
chariſt, but its corporeal manner of Eſſence. J. 48. This granted 
by all 

2. 1 hat, naturally Chriſt's Body cannot be at once in mayy places, - 
tho ſupernaturally it may ; and therefore is here denied to be 
#n the Euchariſt. , 

1. The truth of ſuch Exception is denied ; ſince, if God can | 
make the Eſſence, or Subſtance of a Body to be in more places 
or ubi'sthan one at once ; he can make all the properties or + 
qualities thereof to be fo too. J. 51. 
2. Admitting this Exception for true, as alſo the firſt, yet hence 
no foundation of denying Adoration due .to Chriſt s natural 
Body as being in the Euchariſt : which being granted by theſe | 

Replies to be there, tho not after a natural manner, can be no- 

kf. for this, a! Objed of Adoration. J. 52. 

3. That Adoration to Chriff*s Body as really preſent in the Eucha- | 
riſt is not denied, but on to any corporal Preſence there. | 
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rt. If fo ; The Adoration ought to have bin expreſſed how due, as 
well as a Prelence denied. g. 54. 


Oppoſite Proteſtant Teſtimonies produced from the ſame Authors af- 
ford us no relief": ſince to free them from contraditing , either theſe 
here cited for Real Preſence mu#t ſtand; or, thoſe alledged for Zuin- 
glianiſme 7» oppoſition to the general Tradition and Dottrine of the Fa- 


thers, &. 55. 


Oo MG ONE WIFI 9s nn ei RR PR I" 7 eee ESO 1 rec I Oe 
= - - p m__ - 8 eyes , 


_ 
- 1 more” EA 


os 
WM 


a 
4 
4 
4 
F 
\ Lg 
. 
, 


1) 


Concerning the Runrtcx of the Engliſh 
Liturgy. 


CHAP. I. 


A brief Narration of the Alterations made in the Engliſh Reformed 
Service of the Euchariſs. 


by many, eecially foreign Divines, as not ſufficiently 
purged, and removed to a right diſtance from the former 
errors, and ſuperſtitions of Popery, in the fifth year of that King's 
Reign it ſuffered a Review and a new Reformation ; and then, 


amongſt other chings, this following Declaration in the Admini- 
ſtration of the Lord s Supper, for the explaining of the Intention 


of the Church of Ezg/and, enjoyning kneeling at the receiving of 


the Communion, was de zovo inſerted into 1t. 


* Whereas it is ordained in this Office of the. Adminiſtration of 


*the Lord's Supper, that the Communicants ſhould receive the 


- 5 fame kneeling, (which Order is well meant for. a ſignification of 
_ * our humble and grateful acknowledgment of 'the benefits of 


* Chriſt therein given to all worthy Receivers, and for the ayoid- 
*ing of ſuch protanation and diſorder in the Holy Communion, as 


- < might otherwiſe enſue, ) yet, leſt the ſame kneeling ſhould by 


f any perſons, either out of ignorance and infirmity, or out of ma- 


'* lice and obſtinacy, be miſconſ{trued and depraved; it is here de- 


* clared, that no Adoration is intended or ought to be done unto 


. *any Real and Eſſential Preſence of Chriſt's natural fleſh and blood. 


© For the Sacramental Bread and Wine remain {till 1n their very 


'* natural ſubſtances, and therefore may not be adored, (for that 


* were Idolatry to be abhorred by. all faithful Chriſtians.) And 


—* the natural Body and Blood of our Saviour Chrift are in heaven, 


J * 2nd nothere 'it being againſt the truth of Chriſt's natural Body, 


*to be at ane'time in more places than one. 
There were alſo certain Articles of Religion compoſed under 


: ay Eaward, about the ſame time as the ſecond Common Prayer 


was. In one of which (the Article concerning the Lord's 


: Supper) 15 found this explicatory Paragraph. —For as much as 


J .* the truth of Man's nature requireth, that the Body of one and 


J *the ſelf ſame Man cannot be at one time in divers places, but 


muſt 


Fter that Kin Edward's former Litargy had been cenſured $- *- 


X#1'lt. of 
QC) Bl'z, 


p. 3:4, 


Cenlur. 
P» 47 6s 


Concerning the Rubrick of the Engliſh Liturgy, 


* mult needs be in one certain place; therefore the Body of Chriſt 
© cannot be preſent at one time in many and diyers places: and 
* becauſe, as Holy Scripture doth teach, Chriſt was taken up into 
© heaven, and there ſhall continue unto the end of the world; a 
* faithful man ought not either to believe, or openly to confels, the 
* Real and Bodily Preſexce, as they term it, of Chriſt's fleſh and 
* blood in the Sacrament ofthe Lord's Supper. 

But in the beginning of Q,, Elizabeth's Reign(who is obſerved by 
Dr. Heyliz *, andothers, to have been a zealous propugner of the 
Real Preſence) upon a ſecond Review by her Divines of the ſame 
Common-Prayer-Book it was thought meet, that this Declaration 
ſhould be thrown out again, and ſo the Commen-Prayer-Books 
ever ſince have bin cleared of it'till the alterations therein made 
216 _ King's return in A.D. 1061+ at which time it was reins 

erted. 

The ſame Q. El/;zaberh's Divines,in their Review of theſe Arri- 
eles alſo, as they caſt the Declaration out of the Liturgy, ſo did 
they expunge this paſſage likewiſe, being of the ſame remper as 
bY Declaration, out of the Article z which hath bin omitted ever 

ince. 

Again ; whereas King Edward's yn__ Common-Prayer-Book 
uſeth theſe words, (as they have deſcended from Antiquity) in de- 
livering the Euchariſt, ['The Body of our Lord _ briſt preſerve 
thy body and ſoul to everlaſting life, ] the Compolers of the fs 
the fifth year of that King's Reign, ſuitable to their Declaration, 
which denies any real or eſſential preſence of this Body 1n the 
Euchariſt, thought fit to remove this forme; and put inſtead there- . 
of only theſe words, [Take and eat this (left without any 'Subſtan- . 
tive) zz remembrance that Chriſt died for thee, and feed on him in thy 
heart with faith and thankſgiving, } leaving out theſe words alfo of 
the former Conſecration-Prayer » [ And with thy Holy Spirit and 
Word vouchſafe to bleſs and [andtif theſe thy gifts and creatures of 
Bread and Wine, that they may be unto us the Body and Blood of thy 
moſt dearly beloved Son Jeſus Chriſt. ] etl. he 

They omir alſo the Priefs touching or handling the Patiz or + 
Chalice inthe Prayer of Conſecration, required in the: former Book 
done according to Brcer”s direQtions in his Cernſura p. 465. where- 
by ſeems to be avoided the acknowledging of any Preſence of 
Chriſt's Body and Blood with the Symbols: of which alſo Bucer 
faith *, Antichriftianm eft affirmare quidquam his elementis adeſſe 
Chriſti extra n{um prebitionis & receptionts. For the ſame reaſon it 


lcems to be, that the Glory be to God oz high $c.. and the BeneditFus 
| qus 
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Concerning the Rubrick of the Engliſh Liturey, 


qui vtnit is nomine Domini, after the Surſum corda,the one is trans- 
terred till after the Communion; and the other omitted,difterently 
from King Edward's firſt forme : likewiſe whereas it is ſaid in the 
former Zzturgy in the Prayer of Humble acceſs, — Grant ws ſo to 
eat the fleſh of thy dear Son Jeſus Chriſt , and to drink his blood 
in theſe holy myſteries; the 24 omits theſe words [x theſe holy 
myſteries. ] 


But the Divines of Qu. Elizabeth in their Review, as they nulled 5, z.n,x. 


the Declaration in the Common-Prayer-Book, and purged the 28h 


Article ofthe forementioned explication ; ſo they thought fit to 


reſtore the former ejeed Forme in the adminiſtring of the Sacra- 
ment. ['Phe Body of our Lord &c. preſerve thy body and ſoul, | put- 
ting after it the latter forme, —['T ake and eat this in remembrance 
&C. axd feed on him in thy heart with faith and thankſgiving. | But 
then, the new Lz#argy prepared for Scotland, and publiſhed A. D, 
1637. reCtifies and reduces many of the former things again to 


the firſt mode ; firſt reſtores thoſe words in the Conſecration [ with 


thy Holy Spirit and Word vouchſafe to bleſs &c, that They may be unto 


ws the Body &c.] ordering (again) the Presbyter that officiates, ta 


take the Patin and Chalice in his hands; and then takes quite a- 
way the words added in King Edward's ſecond Forme in the deit- 
vering of the Myſteries [ Take and eat this &c.] nd inſtead there- 
of adds after the former words [The Body of our Lord &c] the Peo- 
ple's Reſponſe [4mez,] according to the cuſtome of Antiquity. 
(See Dionyſ. Alexandr : apud Euſeb. Hiſt. 7.1. 8. c. —Leo Serm. 6. de 


Jequnio 7" menſis: — Auguſtin. ad Oroſium queſt. 49.) ſpoken as a 


Conteſhon of their faith, that they acknowledged that, which they 
received, to be Corps Domini. [Of all which Laudenſium Anutocata- 
criſis heavily complains ; obſerving —<That in the Conſecration- 
« Prayer are reſtored the words of the Maſſe, whereby God is be- 
{ought by his Omnipotent Spirit /o to [anftify the oblation of 
Bread and Wine , that they may. become to us Chriſt's Fody and 
* Blood. From which words (faith he) all Papiſts ule to draw the 
*truth of their Tranſubſtantiation. Wherefore the Engliſh Ree 

* formers [5. e. the latter in King Edward's dayes] ſcraped them out 

*of their Books ; but our men put them fairly- in. And good rea- 

*{on have they ſo to do. For long:ago they profeſſed that,about the 

© Preſence of Chriſt's Body and Blood in the Sacrameat atter Con- 

* ſecration, they are tully agreed with Lutherans and Papiſts, ex- 

* cept only about the formality and mode of Preſence, [here quot- 

ing Montague's Appeal p. 289.] 


Laſtly, whea the late Clergy A. D, 1661. being upon I know $.3. n.2. 
B 
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Concerning the Rubrick of the Engliſh Liturey. 
not what inducements, ſolicited to receive the forementioned Des 
claration rejected in Q. Elizabeth's dayes, came to examine it, the 

judged meet not to publiſh it entire, as it ran before, but theſe 
words, [It i here declared, that no Adoration is intended or ought to be 
done unto any Real and E ftential Preſence of Chriſt's natural fleſh and 
Llood] they cancelled; and inſtead of them inſerted theſe, [7+ is 
here declared, that no Adoration is intended or ought to be Aone unto any 


. Corporal Preſence of Chriſt”s natural fleſh and blood,] as we find them 


Js. 4. 


1. Obſcry, 


6. 5. 


2, Obic/v. 


F. 6, 
3. Obſcrv. 


in the preſent Rubrick. 

Having exhibited this general view of the Mutations, which 
have bin made in this Church in ſeveral times (according as diffe- 
rent Judgments had the power) ſomewhat waveringly) it ſeems, 
in the things relating to fo ou an Article of Faith; I think fit 
now more particularly to reſume the conſideration of the Declara- 
mr Advration. In which are contained theſe three Obſer- 
vables, | 

1. That here the preſent Clergy do profefs expreſly, that the 
natural Body and Blood of our Saviour Chriſt are not in the Blefſed Sa- 
crament of the Euchariſt. | 

2, That they urge, for this Non-preſence there, this reaſon or 
ground out of Natural Philoſophy, That it is againſt the truth of a 
Natural tody, to be in more plates than one at onetime; here ſeeming 
to found their Faith in this matter on the truth of this poſition 1n 
Nature. 

. Inconſequence of theſe, they declare ; that kneeling in re- 
ceiving the Euchariſt(ſo muchexcepted—againſt by the Presbyte- 
rian) 1s meant for a ſignification of our humble and grateful ac-* 
knowledgment of the benefits of Chriſt therein given to all worthy receiv- 
ers, and for the avoiding of ſuch prophanation and diſorder in the Holy 


Communion, as mght otherwiſe enſue, but that hereby no adoration us 


- intended, or ought to be done unto any corporal preſence of Chriſt's natu- 


ral fleſh and blood ;. where they either leave this undetermined, 
whether there be not another preſence of Chriſt's fleſh and blood}; 
asrealand true as is the corporea], to which an adoration is at this 
time due: or elſe do determine (as ſeems concludable from their 
former Propoſition , [ wiz. that the natural. Body: of Chriſt # not 
there] that there is not any ſuch real preſence of the Body at all; 
and io no adoration due in any ſuch reſpect. 
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CHAF. 1% 


Conſiderations on the firſt Obſervable ; The Natural Body and Blood of 
our Lora not preſent in the Euchariit, 
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Nov to repreſent to you, as clearly as I can, the doubts and 

difficulties concerning all theſe three Obſervables in their 
order. Astothe firit of theſe; the Learned Proteſtant writers 
{cem to me, at leaſt in their moſt uſual expreſſions , to have here- 
tofore deliveredthe contrary ; viz. © That the very ſubſtance of 
* Chriſt's Body, that his natural Body, that that very body that 
© was born of the B. Virgin, and crucified on the Croſs &c, is pre- 
< ſent, as in heaven, ſo here in this Holy Sacrament, either to the 
*worthy Receiver ; or to the Symbols. 

For which, Firſt fee Calvin, whoſe doQrine amongſt all the 
reſt (the Roman, Lutheran, or Zyinglian) the Church of England 
ſeems rather to have embraced and agreed with, eſpecially ſince 
the beginning of the Reformation of Q. Elizabeth. Thus there- 
fore He, 1n x Cor. 11.24. [Take eat , this is my Body.] *© Neque e- 
*nim mortis tantum & reſurre&ionis ſuz beneficium nobis offert 
* Chriſtus, ſed corpus ipſum in quo paſſus eft & reſurrexit, [Corpres 
_ in quo paſſes eſt, that is, ſurely his natural body.] —Again, 

#ſtit.4.4.17.6.11.6, — © Facti participes ſubſtantiz ejus, virtutem 


«© quoque ejus {entimus in bonorum omnium communicatione. 


[ Fatt participes ſubtantie ejus, 1. e. of his natural ſubſtance, for no 
other humane ſubitance he had, ſpiritual or corporal , than that 
only, which was born of the B. Virgin, and that 1s his natural ſub- 
ſtance.] —and 16.5. 19. — His abſurditatibys ſublatis, quicquid 
*ad exprimendam veram ſubſftantialemque Corporis ag ſanguinis 
© Domini Communicationem, que ſub {acris coenz ſymbolis tideli- 


© bus exhibetur,facere poteſt, libenter recipio. —16-a. $. 16. —Of 


the Latheraxs he ſaith: — *S1 ita ſenſfum ſuum explicarent , dum 


' pants porrigitur, anexam eſſe exhibitionem corports, quia inſeparabilis 
eſt a ſigno ſuo veritas, non valde pugnarem. 


And, to ſtrengthen further this aſſertion of Calvia, may be ad- 


ded the Confeſſion of Beza, and others of the ſame ect, related by 


Hoſpinian, hijl. Sacram. parte altera.p. 251. —PFatemur in Ccena 


- © Domini non modo omnia Chriſti beneticia, ſed ipſam etiam Filit 


* hominis ſubſtantiam, ipſam, inquam, veram carnem, & verum 1l- 
* lum ſanguinem, quem fudit pro nobis, non fignificart duntaxat, 


*aut ſymbolic, typic?, vel fizurate proponi, tanquam abſentis 


INC 
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Concerning the Rubrick of the Engliſh Liturgy. 


* memoriam : ſed vert ac certd reprzſentari, exhiberi, 8& applican 
© da offerri, adjunQis ſymbolis minime nudis, ſed quz{quod ad -De- 
* um ipſum promittentem & offerentem attinet) ſemper rem ip- 
© {am ver? ac certo conjunttam habeant, five fidelibus, ſive infdeſi. 
© bus proponantur. Jam vero modum illum quo res ipſa 1.e. ve- 
*rum corpus, & verus ſanguis Domini, cum ſymbolis copulatur, 
© dicimus efle Symbolicum, five Sacramentalem : Sacramentalem 
* 2utem modum vocamus, non qui ſit figurativus duntaxat, ſed qui 
* yer? & certo ſub ſpecie rerum viſibilium reprzſentet, quod Dex ! 
* cum ſymbolis exhibet & offtert, nempe (quod paulo ant> diximus) 
* verum corpus & fanguinem Chriſti; ut appareat, nos ipſtus corporis 
* & ſanguinis Chriſti preſentiam in Cena retinere & detendere ; & 1 ! 
* quid nobis cuin vere ps & doctis fratribus controverſiz eſt, non 
& reipſa, ſed de przlentiz z0do duntaxat, qui ſoli Deo cognitus 
* eſt, & a nobis creditur, diſceptari. [Here they ſay, rem ipſam, 
1. e. verum corpus & verum ſanguinem Domini cum ſymbolis copulart in 
Cona Domini, modum vero eſſe ſ[ymbolicum &C.,) 

Next to come to our Engliſh Divines. —Firſt—Thus Mr. 
Hooker , Eccl.Polit.5.l. 67.5. p. 357. — *© Wherefore ſhould the 
* world continue ſtill diſtracted and rent with ſo manifold conten- 
©tions, when there remaineth now no controverſy, ſaving only 
© about the ſubject, where Chriſt is : —nor doth any thing relit 
* doubtful in this ; but whether, when the Sacrament is admini- 
* ſtred, Chriſt be whole within man only, or elſe his body and 
© hlood be alſo externally ſeated in the very conſecrated elements 
© themſelves. 

[This therefore was no doubt amongſt the divided parties in 
Mr. Hpoker*s judgment ; Wheth:r Chriſt's natural body was only irs 
heaven, or. both in heaven and alſo in the Euchariſt, (for if other- 
therwile) this is ſo main a doubt that he ought not to have diſ-' 
{cmbled it. ] 

—Again p. 360. —All three opinions do thus far accord in one, 
*—That theſe holy myſteries, received in due manner, do inſtru- 
< mentally both make us partakers of the grace of that body and 
* blood, which were given for the life of the world; and beſides al- 
*lo impart unto us, even 1n true and real, tho myſtical , manner, 
* the very perſon of our I.ord himſelf, whole,perfet,and entire. — 
and p. 359. — © His body and his blood are in that very ſubject, 
*whereunto they adminiiter lite, not only by effect, or operation, 
*evenas the influence of the heavens is 1n plants, beaſts, men, and 
*1nevery thing which they quicken ; but allo by a far more di- 
* vine and myltical kind ot union, which maketh us one with him, 
*evenas heand the Father are one. Thus 


"Apol. Bell. 1. c. p. 11. 


foe In, ſive Cum, ſive Subſ6ve 


iu myſteriis carnem Chriſti adoramus, cum Ambroſio &c. 


Concerning the Rubrick of he Engliſh Liturey, 


— Quod Cardinalm non latet, niſi volentem 
& ultro,dixit Chriſtus, Hoc eſt corpus meum ; ze», Hoc modo hoc eſt 
corpus meum. Nobis autem vobiſcum de objefto contenit, de modo lis 
6 ons eff. De Hoc elt, fide firma tenemus, quod ſit : de, hoc modo eſt 
(nempe tranſubſtantiato in Way Aba ) de modo, quo fiat , ut fit Per, 

rans, zullum inibi verbium eſt. Et quia 
verbum nullum, merito a fide ablegammus procul : inter rv Schole for- 
taſſe, inter Fidei articulos non,ponimus. Quod dixiſſe olim fertur Du- 
randus, neutiquan nobis difplicet,Verbum audimus,motum ſentimus, 
modum neſcimus, preſentiam credimus. Preſentiam , inquam,credi- 
mus, nec minus, quam vos, veram, De moo pre(entie nihil temere de- 


 finimus , addo, nec anxie inquiramus: non m1gis quam in baptiſmo n0- 


firo, quomodo abluat nos ſanguis Chriſti: non magis quam in Chri/tz 
incarnatione, quomodo nature divine humana in eandem hypoſt aſin unia- 
tur. Inter myſteria ducimns (& quidem myſterium eſt Euchariſtia ipſa) 
Eujus quo religquum eſt debet igne ab[umi, 14 eſt, ut eleganter in primis 
Patres, fide adorar!, non ratione diſcuti, —Agaan, 16. 8.C. p.194. 
ſpeaking of the conjun&ion of Chriſt's body with the ſymbols, he 

aith, —Ea nempe conjunttio eſt inter Sacramentum viſibile, & rem 
Sacraments inviſubilem ; que inter humanitatem & atvinitatem Cl 1i- 
ſti, ubi niſi Eutychen ſabere vultis, humanitas in divinitatem non 
tranſubſtantiatur. —And a little farther , —Rex Chriſtum in Eu- 
chariſftra vere preſentem, vere & adorandum ſtatuit. And — Nos vero 
[Here 1s 
{uch a preſence of Chriſt's fleſh in the Euchariſt acknowledged, as 
is to be adored; and this it ſeems no leſs the Biſhop's Religion, 
than King James's.] 

Add to this, that paſſage in 1/. Cauſabor's Letter written by the 
King's command to Card. Perroz; who, when the Cardinal 
would haye joyned iſſue with the King for trying the verity of the 
Real preſence of Chriſt's body in the Eucharilt, in the King's 
name declines any ſuch controverſy, and ſaying that the conteſt 
was not about re veritatem, but only modum, returns this reply p. 
go. —Miratur vero ſereniſſimus Rex, cum fateatur tua illuſtris Dignt- 
#45, 103 aponſe Ro querere V05, ut credatur Tranſubſtantiatio, fed ut de 
praſentie veritate ne dubitetur, Eccleſiam Anglicanam, qu toties id ſe 
credere publicis ſcriptis eſt teitata, nec dum wvobis feijje ſatis: and 
then, for explication of the doQtrine of the Engliſh Ciucch in this 
matter, recites the forementioned words. of Biſhop Azazers, 
— Quod Cardinalem non latet &c. 


3- Thus Biſhop Hal in his Treatiſe De pace Eceleſiaſtica torre-: 


CONs 


'F 
2, Thus Biſhop Azdrews in that much noted paſſage, Rep. ad 5. 13. n- 


I, 


S. 11.0, 
- 


$, 12, 


Comerning the Rubrick of the Fngliſh Liturgy; 


conciling the Ca/viniſt and Lutheran (which Lutherans undoubted- 
ly hold the ſame natural body of Chr: that is in heaven to be alſo 
in the Euchariſt,) p. 78. —Kes apud atroſque eadem, rei tantum ra- 
tig diverſa. Tantulum difſidium fatemur quidem non eſſe nullizs mo- 
menti ; tantieſſe, ut tam neteſſariam orbi Chriftiano fratrum gratians 
tam mirabiliter planeque divinitus coeuntem abrumpere debeat 5 id vers. 
eft, quod conſtantiſſime negamus. Neque nos ſoli ſummu in ea ſententia. 
Mitto Fratres Polonos, Germanos, zoſtrarum partium &c. Then at 
aft he brings in the decree of the Synod of the Frexch Proteſtants 
at Charapton, in which the Lutherans are received to their commu- 
nion, as agreeing with them 7x omnibus vere religionis principiis, ar- 
ticuliſque fundamentalibus. 

4. Thus Biſhop Montague, Appeal p. 289. — © Concerning 
© this point of Real Preſence, I ſay, that, if men were diſpoſed as 
© they ought, to peace, there need be no difference : for the diſa- 
* greement is only de modo preſentie: the thing is yeilded to on 
*either fide, that there is in the Holy Euchariſt 4 Real Preſence. 
* God forbid, faith Biſhop Biſon, we ſhould deny that the fleſh and 
© blood of Chriſt are truly preſent, and truly received of the faith- 
'_ «fulat the Lord's table. Iris the doctrine that we teach others, 

* and comfort our ſelves withal. p. 779. Of true Subjet; And the 
Reverend and Learned Anſwerer unto Bel/armir's Apology cometh 
home to the Faith/or Popery if you will) condemned in Mr. Mon- 
tague , who learned it of him, and ſuch as he is. MNobis wobrs cum 
de objefto convenit &c. —[He, you lee, repreſents the difference 
between parties in the ſame manner as Mr, Hooker ; 1. e. none, 
as to the ppint of the preſence of the ſame body here in the 
Euchariſt, as it is at the ſame time above 1n heayen, ] 


5. Thus Archbiſhop Lawd, Confer. with Fiſher, 6. 35. n. 3. 
© —The worthy receiver is, by his faith, made ſpiritually partaker 
* ofthe true and real body and blood of Chriſt, truly and really, 
*and of all the benefits of his paſſion. You Roman Catholicks 
*add a manner of this his preſence (Tranſubſtantiation) which 
* many deny ; and the Lutherans a manner (Conſubſtantiation) 
*which more deny. —And upon [#ruly ard really] he notes 1n 
the Margin Calvin's ſaying in 1 Cor. 11. 24. Neque enim mortis 
tantum & reſurretionis ſue beneficium nobis offert Chriſtus, ſed corpus 
ipſum, in quo paſſus eft & reſurrexit. 

16. n. 7. Punt. 3. *T hope A.C. dare not fay, that ro believe 
© the true ſubſtantial preſence of Chriſt is either known, or dam- 


* nable Schiſm or Hereſy. Now as many and as Learned Prote- 
| ſtants 
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*ſtants believe and maintain this, as do believe poſſibility of falva- 
, tion in the Roman Church , &'c. and 1b. x. 3. upon Bellarmin's 


' words —Converſionem Penis & Vini in corpus & ſanguinem Chriſts 


eſſe ſubſtantialem, ſed arcanam & ineffabilem, he laith ; © that if the 
* Cardinal had lett out Coxverjion, and afficmed only Chrilt's rea! 
[ by this he means ſubſtantial , 2s alſo is affirmed by the Cardinal} 
* preſence there, after a myſterious and indeed an incfftable man- 
© ner, no man could have ſpoken better. and —S. 35. 6. #. punt? 4. 
quotes alſo Biſhop Rzaley's Confeflion fer down in Foxp. 1598} 
Whoſe words are theſe. © —You £ the Tranſubſtantialifls | and I 
© agree in this, that in the Sacrament is the very true and zatural 
* body and blood of Jeſus Chrif?, even that which was born of the 
* Virgin Mary, Which aſccnded into heaven, which fits on the 
* right hand of God the Father, &c. only we differ 10 #-0do, in the 
*way and manner of being there. 

6. Thus Dr.Taptor, one of the laſt who hach written a juit 
© Treatiſe on this ſubject , 1.8. 11.2. p. 18. * Itis enquired whe- 
< ther, when we {ay we believe Chrilt's body to be really 1a the 
* Sacrament, we mean that body, that fleſh, that was born of the 
* Virgin Mary, that was crucifed, dead aad buried? I anſrver. I 
* know none elſe that he had, or hath; there is but.one body of 
* Chriſt natural and glorified : but he that ſaich that body is glort- 
* fied, which was crucified, ſays it is the ſame body, but not atcer 
* the fame manner : and ſo it is in the Sacrament,we eat and drink 
* the body and blood of Chritt that was broken and poured forth 3 
*for there 15 no other body, no other blood of Chriit : but tho it 15 
* the ſame we eat and drink, yet it is in another manner. And 
* therefore when any of the Proteſtant Divines , or any of the Fa- 


© thers deny,that body which was born of the Virgin Mary, that was 


© crucified, to be eaten in the Sacrament, as Bertram, as S. Hierom, 


*as Clemens Alexandrinus expreſly affirm ; the meaning 1s caſy, 


* they intend that it is not eaten in a natural ſenſe:and then calling 
* Corpus ſpirituale, the word fpirituale is not a {ſubſtantial predica- 


© tion, but is an affirmation of the manner ; tho in diſputation-it be 


* made the Predicate of a Propoſition, and the oppoſite member of 
* a Diſtinction. That Body which was crucified is not that body 
* that is eaten in the Sacrament, if the intention of the Propoſition 
© be to ſpeak of the eating it in the ſame manner of being : but that 
* body which was crucified, the ſame body we do cat, 1f the 
*1ntention be to ſpeak of the ſame thing in ſeveral manners of be- 
* ing and operating ; and this F noted, that we may not be preju- 
* diced by words, when the notion is certain and eaſy. And thu 
C ja© 
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© far is the ſenſe of our doArine in this Article. | Here we ſee this 
Dofor becomes ſuch a zealous advocate of this Cauſe as to frame 
an anſwer to all ſuch ſayings in the Fathers , as may ſeem by the expreſſion 
to import , as if the ſame body that was crucified were not 
eaten here by us in the Sacrament ; and defends the contrary. 
—Again $. 12. p.288. © They that do not confeſs the Euchariſt to 
© be the fleſh of our Saviour, which fleſh ſuffered for us, let them 
©be Anathema. But quo modo is the queſtion &c. Scep. 5. where 
he will have ſpiritual preſence [ his Book bearing this Title, The Real 
preſence and Spiritual of Chriſt &c.] underſtood to be particu- 
lar in nothing, but that it excludes the corporal and natural man- 
ner , [ot ſpiritual preſence therefore, ſo as to exclude corpus Do- 
mini , but ozly the corporal or natural manner of that body | : now 
by excluſion of the natural manner is not meant (ſurely) the ex- 
cluſion of zatare, or of the thing it ſelf, (for, then, to ſay a thing is 
there, a fter a natural manner, were as much as to ſay, the thing is 
not there ;) but the excluſion of thoſe properties which uſually ac- 
company nature, or the thing. —lee p. 12. where he allows of 
the term ſubſtantialiter ; and of that expreſſion of Conc. Trid. S4- 
cramentaliter preſens Salvator noſtcy ſubſtantia ſua nobis adeſt. —and 
in the ſame page he ſaith, when the word Real preſence is denied 
by ſome Proteſtants,it is taken for natyral,and not tor ix ret veritate. 
7. Thus Biſhop Forbes de Enchariſtia, 2.1.2.6. 9.8. — * An 
© Chriſtus in Euchariſtia fit adorandus, Proteſtantes {aniores non 
© dubitant. In ſumptione enim Euchariſtiz (ut utar verbis Archie- 
* piſcopi Spalaterſis) adorandus eſt Chriſtus vera latria, ſiquidem 
* corpus ejus vivum & glorioſum miraculo quodam ineffabili digns 
© ſumenti preſens adeſt, & hxc adoratio non pani, non vino, non 
*ſumptioni, non comeſtiani, ſed ipſi corpori Chriſti immediate per 
* ſ{umptionem Euchariſtiz exhibito, debetur & perficitur. —And 
Tb.s. 8. © —Immanis eſt rigidorum Proteſtantium error, qui ne- 
* cant Clriſtum in Euchariſtia eſle adorandum, niſi adoratione in- 
©terna & mentali, non autem externo aliquo ritu adorativo, ut in 
* geniculatione aut aliquo alto confimili corporis ſitu ; hi fere om- 
© nes male depreſentia Chriſti Domini in Sacramento, miro ſed 
*vero modo prezſentis, ſentiunt. —Again 3. /. 1.6. $.10. * —Di- 
© cunt etiam ſepifſime ſanQti Patres in Euchariſtia ofterri & ſacri- 
* cart ipſum Chriſti Corpus, ut ex innumer1is pene locis conſtat, 
* fed non proprie & realiter omnibus ſacrificii proprietatibus ſerva- 
©tis ; {ed per commemorationem & reprxſentationem ejus quod 
*femel in unico illofſacrificio Crucis, quo alia omnia facrificia con- 
* ſummavit Chriſtus ſummus Sacerdos noſter, eſt peraQtum ; 8 per 
. - piam 
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* piam ſupplicationem, qua Eccleſiz miniſtri propter unici illius ſa- 
f crificit perpetuam victimam, in Ccelis ad dextram Patris afſiften- 
*tem, & in ſacra menſa modo ineffabili przſeatem, Deum Patreny 
© humillime rogant,ut virtutem & gratiam hujus perennis victime, 
* Eccleſiz ſux, ad omnes corporis & anime neceſſitates efficacem & 


_ ©falutarem efle velit. [Here is acknowledg'd 1. Chriſti corpus irs 


facra menſa modo ineffabili praſens. 2. Hoc corprs oblatum in Eu- 
chariſtia ut ſacrificium Deo Patri. 3. Ipſi corpori Chriſti ut preſents 
in Enchariſtis miraculo quoiam ineffabili, immediate debiti adoratia 
vere Latrie.} 

8. Thus the Archb.ſhop of Spalaro much-what to the ſame 
purpoſe , de Rep. Eccl. 7.1. x1.c.7.5.. *Si lecundum veritatem 
* qui digne ſumut ſacramenta corporis & ſanguinis Chritti,ille vere 
* & realiter corpus & ſanguinem Chriſti, in 1c corporaliter, modo 


* tamen quodam ſpiritual, miraculoſo & imperceptibili ſumit; om- | 


*nis digne communicans adorare poteſt & debet corpus Chriſti 
* quod recipit ; non quod lateat corporaliter in pane, aut ſub pane, 
*aut ſub ſpeciebus & accidentibus panis; ſed quod quando digne 
* ſumitur panis Sacramentalis, tunc etiam ſumitur cum pane Chri- 
- {tt corpus reale illi communioni realiter prxſens. 

8. And thus Mr. Thornayke in his Epilogue to the Tragedy, 
3.1. 3.6.p. 17. — © That which I have already ſaid is enough ro 
evidence the myſtical and ſpiritual preſcnce of the fleſh and blood 
© of Chriſt in the Elements as the ſacrament of the ſame, before 
* any man can ſuppoſe that ſpiritual preſence of them to the ſoul, 
* which the cating and drinking Chriſt's fleſh and blood f{piritual- 
*ly by living Faith importeth. —and 1b.2. c. p, 10. * when it fol- 
lows, He that eateth and drinketh nnworthily , eateth and driuketh 
* damnation to himſelf, not diſcerning the Lord's body ; unleſs a man 
* diſcern the Lord's body where it is not, of neceſſity it muſt there 
* be where it is diſcerned to be, &c. and 3.7.23. c. p. 225. he faith, 
*—that anciently there was a reſervat:on from communion to 
*communion : and —that he who carried away the body -of our 
*Lord to cat it at home, drinking the blood at preſent, might rea- 
*ſfonably be ſaid to communicate in both kinds. Neither can 
* Caith he ) that Sacramental change which the Conſecration 
* works 1n the Elements be limited to the Inſtant of the Aſſembly ; 
*tho it take effeCt only in order to that Communion, unto which 
*the Church defigneth that which it conſecrateth. —and 3. /. 5. 
c. p. 44. —Having maintained that the Elements are really chang- 
*ed, from ordinary bread and wine into the Body and Blood 0i 
* Chriſt myttically preſent as in a Sacrament, and that in virtue of 
we £18 
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*the Conſecration, not by the Faith of him that receives; Iam to 
*admit and maintain whatſoever appears duly conſequent to this 
«truth: namely, that the elements ſo conſecrated are truely the 
*ſacrifice of Chriſt upon the Croſs, in as much as the body and 
© blood of Chrift are contained in them, &c. —and then p. 46. he 
farther colleCteth thus. © —And the ſacrifice of the croſs being 
«neceſſarily propitiatory and impetratory both, it cannot be de- 
*nicd that the Sacrament of the Euchariſt, in as much as it is the 
f ſame ſacrifice of Chriſt upon the Croſs, —is alſo both propitiato- 
*ry and impetratory. and 3. /. 3o.c.p. 350. — *I ſuppole (faith 
* he) that the body and blood of Chriſt may be adored whereſoever 
© they are, and mult be adored by a good Chriſtian, where the cu- 
*irom of the Church, which a Chriſtian is obliged to communi- 
*cate with, requires it. —And p. 351. — *Not to balk the free- 
* dom which hath carried me to publiih all this ; Ido believe,that 
© it was praCtiſed and done [7.e. our Lord Chriſt really worſhipped in 
* the Enchariſt] in the ancient Church, which I maintain from the 
* begining to have been the true Church of Chriſt, obliging all to 
*conform to 1t in all things within the power of it : I know the 
* conſequence to be this, That there 1s no juſt cauſe why it 
©{hou'd not be done at preſent, but that cauſ- which juſtifies the 
*reforming of ſome part of the Church without the whole. 
Here is acknowledg*d 1. Preſently upon Conſecration a preſence of 
Chriit's Body and Blood with, or in, the Elements, before any preſence of 
them to tle ſoul by a living faith ; of which body becoming here preſent, 
the unworthy receivers are ſail to be guilty, 1 Cor. 11. 29, —2. A 
permanency of this body and blood with theſe ſymbols in the reſervation 
of them, after the aſſembly had communicated. 3. The Elements /o con- 
fſecrated, in as much as the body and blood of Chriſt s contained in them, 
affirmed to be truly the [acyifice on the Croſs. —4. Adoration of this 
Body and Blood as ſopreſent, tobe a duty, and amciently prattiſed.Þ| 
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CHAT EL 
Conſiderations on the 2d. Obſervable, That a natural Body cannot be in 
many places at Gnce. 


4 By - I had to repreſent, and theſe witneſſes to produce again(t 
_ the firit Obſervable ; the proteſſion made 1n this Declara- 
tion, That the natural Body and Blood of Chriſt are not in the Holy 
Sacrament of the Euchariſt. It were an eaſy task here to back the 


teſtimony of theſe Writers with thoſe of the Fathers to the ſame- 
purpole ; but ] conceive it needleſs, fince the ſame Proreſtant 
Writers here cited urge the authority of Aatiquity, as a chief in- 
ducement and motive of this their Aﬀſertion. Now. then to conlt- 


der the ſecond, the urging for ſuch Non- preſence, this reaſon ; 
becauſe it is againſt the truth of a natural body to be, or becauſe a na- 
tural body cannot truly be, iz more places than one, at one time. 

1. Here allo, firſt, Ifind Proteſtants, and eſpecially our Engliſh 
Divines generally to confeſs the preſence of our Saviour in the Eu- 
chariſt to be an ineffable myſtery, (which I conceive is ſaid to be 
{o inreſpe& of ſomething 1n it oppo/te and contradiQtory to, and 
therefore incomprehenſible and ineftable by, humane reaſon.) For 


this thus Calvis himſelf long ago in the beginning of the Refor- 


mation, [zft. 4. /. 17.c.24.5. © Ego hoc mytterium minime ratto- 
* nis humanz modo metior, vel naturz legibus ſubjicio. —Huma- 
*nx rationt minime placebit [that which he affirms] penetrare ad 
*nos Chriſti carnem, ut nobis fit alimentum. —Dicimus Chriftum. 
©tam externo {ymbolo, quam fſpiritu ſuo ad nos deſcendere, ut ve- 
*re ſubſtantia carnis ſuz animas noſtras viviticet. —In his paucis 


* verbis qui non ſentit multa ſubefſe miracula, pluſquam tupidus 


6 eſt : quando nihil magis- incredibile, quam res toto cceli & terre 
{ſpatio diffitas ac remotas, in tanta locorum diſtantia, non tantum 
© conjung!, ſed uniri ; ut alimentum perciplant anime ex carne. 
« Chriſti : [/Vihil magie incredibile ; theretore xot this more incre- 


dible , that Id:m Corpus poteſ eſſe in diverſis locis fimml.] —And 8.32. 


* —Porro de modo ſiquis me 1nterroget, fateri non pudebit, fubli-: 
© mius efſe arcanum, quam ut vel meo ingenio comprehend, vel 
*cnarrar1 verbis queat. —And $:25.Captivas tenemus mentes no- 
*{tras ne verbulo duntaxat obſtrepere , ac lnimiliamus ne infur- 
* gere,audeant, —Nec vero nefas nobis eſſe ducimus, fant Vir- 
« pints exemplo, in re ardua ſciſcitari, quomodo fieri poſſit ?. See. 
more 1bid, 5. 7. [ Nature legibus non ſubjicio, —humane rationi mi- 
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ime placet, —quoroao fieri poteſt] —Surely theſe argue ſomething 
in it ſeemingly contradictory to nature and humane reaſon. 

Thus King Fames of the Encharift in his anſwer to Cardinal 
Perron by Canſaboy. — © Myſerium iſtud magnum efle humano 
*1ngenio incomprehen{tbile, ac multo magis incnarrabile, Eccleſia 
+ Anglicana fatetur 8& docet. 

And thus ſpeaks Dr. Taylor in Real preſence, $S. 11. . 28. after 
that he had numbred up many apparent contradictions, not only 
in reſpeQ& of a zatural, but, as he faith, ofan ab/olue, poſlibility of 
Tranſubſtantiation, (from p. 207. to p. 337.) © Yet (faith he) let it 
* appear that God hath affirmed Tranſubſtantiation, andI for my 
*part will burn all my arguments againſt it, and make publick a- 
* mends: [all my arzuments , i. e. of apparent Contradiftions and 
* abſolute . Impoſſibilities. ] And #.28. 'lo this obje&tion, © That 
* we believe the doctrine of the Trinity, and of the Incarnation,of 
* our Saviour's being born of a pure Virgin, &«. clauſo utero, and of 
* the Reſurrection with 1dentity'of bodies (in which the Socrnians 
* find abſurditics and contradictions ) notwithſtanding ſaving 
* impoſſibilities; and therefore why not Tranſubſtantiation £ 
He anſwers, that © Tf there were as plain Revelation of Tranſub- 
* ſtanttation, a* of the other, then this Argument were good : and 
* if it were poſſible for ten thouſand times more arguments to be 
* brought againſt Tranſubſtantiation, [ of which tex thouſand ther 
ſuppoſe that this be one, that Tdem corpus non poteſt effe ſimul in du- 
obus locis] © yet we are to believe the Revelation in deſpite of 
* themall. [Vow zoxe car believe a thing trite, u' on what motive ſ0- 
ever, which he firſt knows certainly to be falſe, or, which us all one, 
certainly to contradict. For th:ſe, we ſay, are not werifiable by 
aivize fower , and ergo here, I may ſay, ſhould Divine Power de- 
clare a truth, it world we" 29mg it felf.] —Again, in Liberty of 
Prophecy, 20. 6. 16- x. he ſaith, © Thoſe who believe the Trixity in 
fall thoſe niceties of explication which are in the School, and 


* which now adays pals for the doctrine of the Church , believe * 


{them with as much violence to the principles of natural and ſu- 
* pernatural Philoſophy, as can bz imagined to be in the point of 
Tranſubſtantiation. - let T ſuppoſe himſelf denies no ſuch doftrine about 
the Trinity, that is commonly delivered in the Schools. 

2. I] conceive, that any one thing that ſeemeth to us to include 
a perfect contradiction, can no more be effte&ed by divine power, 


than another, or than many other the like may : therefore if | 


theſe men do admit once, that ſome ſeeming contradiQtion to rea- 
102 may yet be veriticd in this Sacrament, for which they call it 
al 
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an in-fable myitery ; 1 ze not why they ſhould deny, that this par- 
ticular ſeeming contradiction, among the reſt, of he {ame body be- 
ing at the ſame time in ſeveral places, yet by the divine power ( fiy 


'not #5, for the knowledge of this depends on Revelacion, but) may 


be, {o verified, 
3. I cannot apprehend but that theſe Vricers muſt hold this 


particular ſeeming contradiction, or ſome other equivalent to it, 


to be true; {5 long as they do aiiirm a rea/ and [nb/tantial preſence 
of the very Body of Chriit to the worthy communicant here on 
earth, contradittinct to any ſuch other real preſence, as implies 
only a preſence of Chriſt's body in its virtue, efficacy, benefts, [þirit, 
&c. which is the Zyinglian real preſence. For ſuppoſe our Savi- 


'our's body to be (as they will have it) only zatarally or locally in 


heaven; yet if the ſubſtance, the eſſence, the reality of this Body 
(however itript of its natural properties, all ſuch as being not the 


' very eſlence of it, are removeable from it per potentiam divinam) 


be here on earth in the Euchariſt, when it 1s allo in Heaven, (be it 
here preſent to the ſymbols, or to the receiver, or to any thing elle, 
it matters not : ) we mult affirm that this efſexce or ſubſtance of the 
ſame body at leaſt is at the ſame time in divers places ; or (if we 


will have this eſſence to be in-heaven only, as ina place) in divers 


#bis, which is eyery whit as ſeeming contradictory as the other. 
and whoever will grant, that an Azge/ by divine power may be at 
the ſame time in two ſeveral xb/”*s, cannot reaſonably deny that a 
Body may be fo, in ſeveral places; or in one place, and in another b/. 


. I fay then, that this Propoſition, [that the ſame Body is at the ſame 
time in divers places, ] or another equivalent to it, muſt be conce- 


ded to be true, ſo long as we affirm the eſſence of our Saviour's bo- 
dy to be here on earth in the Eucharitt at the fame time, as it is 
alſo in Heaven ; unleſs we defend one of theſe two things ; ei- 
ther. | 

I. That this Body is both here and there by an incomprehen{ible contt- 
nuation, as it were, thereof, (which ſounds ſomewhat like the 4z- 
quity of ſome Lutherans) for which fee the words of Calviz quoted 
before $. 8. Res toto cali & terre ſpatio diſſitas ac remotas conjunni & 
wiri &Cc. words uſher'd in by him with a »ihil mazi; increaibile. 
[But then, as ſome ſeem thus to make Chriſt's Body that is in hca- 
ven, by a certain prolonging or continuation incomprehenſible (as 
their expreſſions ſeem to import) to be joyned,upon an act of faith, 
to the ſoul of the worthy Receiver here on earth, whiltt yer the 
{ame body is {till only in heaven, and there no way at all enlarged 
1 1ts dimenſions ; ſo why may not others as probably make the 
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ſame body that is in heaven, by a-certain d:/continuation incfable, 
to be-preſent here on earth, upon the a& of conſecration, to the 
{ymbols or receiver, tho it be in hoth theſe places only the ſame 
body ſtill, and not multiplied in its efſence ? As the ſame Sorl is 
totally in the Head and the Foot; yet this Soul not continued in 
theſe two places or U#7's, neither by its parts, ſince it hath none ; 
nor by two totals, fince in both it 15 but one : and ſuppoſe one foot 
of this bydy doth {tand 1n the water, the other on the land; the 
{ame Soul being totally in both theſe feet, conſequently will be to- 
tally in the water, and totally not in the water, but on the land. 
and {uppole again the two fzet cut off from the body, and yet pre- 
ſerved {till alive, z.e. the ſoul, that did before, ſtill informing them 
per potentiam divinam, (which we ſee naturally done in many J}n- 
jects : ) the ſame {oul will be now, totally in the water, and to- | 
tally on the land, without continuation (if I may ſo ſay) of it ſelf. 
!\nd ſappoſe again this body, which it informes, to increaſe to a 
much greater bulk ; and the ſame ſoul will be now in many more 
places than formerly without any augmentation of ir ſelf. And 
why the ſame things may not be ſaid of Bodzes, when {tript of quan- 
titative dimenſions ; or how far ſome properties of Spirits may be 
communicated to them, (/alva efſentia corporis) who can ſay ? 
What our Saviour ſaid to the Sadduces relufting to believe a revela- 
tion concerning the reſurreion ofthe ſame numerical body, be- 
cauſe involving in it very many ſeeming contradictions, Erratis 
neſcientes Scripturas, neque virtutem Dei, may as well be faid in this 
great myſtery of the Euchariſt. ] < 
Or 2/y, unle(s we willexplain our ſelves, that, by the efſertral, 
real, ſubſtantial preſence of Chriſt's Body in the Euchariſt, we mean 
only the preſence of the true and real effett, bleſſing, virtues, of this 
Body, (as Dr. Taylor ſometimes ſeems to do,) bur this 1s,, after pro- 
feſſing with the higheſt in our words, a relapſing into Zuinglianiſme 
in our /ezſe. [T will ſet you down the DoQtors words, (Real Pre- 
Tence$. 11.2. 17.) where, after he hath ſaid, © that there 1s not in 
© all School-Divinity, nor in the old Philoſophy, nor in nature, any 
more than three natural proper ways of being in a place, c:rcam- 
ſcriptive, definitive, repletive, and that the Body of Chriſt 1s not in 
the Sacrament any of theſe three ways, (quoting Twurrecremats for 
it) he replies thus to thoſe Schoolmen , that rejeCting theſe three 
ways, do ſay, that Chriſt's Body is in a fourth way viz. Sacramen- 
zally in more places than one. — © This, ſaith he, 1s very true ; 
* that is, that the Sacrament of Chriſt's body is [7z more places than 


* oxe ] ; and ſo is his Body [iz more places than one] figuratively, 
tro- 
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©xropically, repreſentatively in being [or efſexce, ] and really in ef- 
 *fe and bl-/fing. But-this is not a natural real being in a place, 
* , buta relation to a perſon. "Thus he. But if rhus Chriſt's Body 
' be held by us, as to its efſence, only figuratively, tropically, and re- 


preſentatively in more places than one; and zeal in thoſe places 
only in its effect and bleſſing, what will become of our—pre/enti- 
am n0n minus quam illi veram , (ice before $. 11.) if others hold the 
preſence of Chriſt's very eſſexce and ſubſtaxce in the Euchariſt, we 
only the preſence there of its effec and bleſſing * | 
Now as to the proper wode (which the Dr. here agitates) of 


Chriſt's Body being ſubſtantially in the Sacrament, whether 1t 1s 
_ cireum{criptite, definitive, or ſome other way ; it is true, that the 


Schoolmen do not all agree on one and the ſame. S. Thomas, Du- 
raxd, and {everal others, deny the body of Chriſt to be either c:r- 
cumcriptive, or definitive in this Sacrament, and proceed to attirm 
that Idem Corpus non poteft, per miraculum, or potentiam divinam, eſſe 
in pluribus locks ſimul, i. e. local ter, or, in the torementtoned wayes, 
Circumſcripttvely or Definitively. 

But you may note, 1. That they take circumſcriptive, and defi- 
zitive, 1n {uch a ſenſe, as that theſe two do exclude, not only fuch 


. a bodies being «b/que, every where; but abſolutely its being alib:, 


any whereelſe; .and that theſe modes of Preſence would infer, 
that the ſame individual is divided from it ſelf, (contrary to the 
nature of izdividuum, or unum,) if ſuch body ſhould at that time 
be any where elſe. See S. Thom. Suppl. q. 83. art. 3. ad 44m —and 
34 9. 76. art. 5. where he ſaith, that that is circumſcriptive in l0co, 
40d ec excedit, nee exceditur. —And ſee Durand, his follower, in 


* 4. ſent. 44.d. q.6. where he argueth {very clearly thus : — © Ext- 
* ſtentia unius corporis {imul in pluribus locis implicat expreſſe con- 


* tradictionem ; quia illud quod eſt circumſcriptive in diſtantibus 


| ©locis oportet quod fir diſtinttum diſtinQtione locorum.; quia 
© quicquid eſt circumſcriptive in loco aliquo , totum continetur ab 
. <ipſo, 1ta quod nihil contenti eſt circumſcriptive extra continen-» 
\*tem. Propter quod illa quz ſunt in diſtinctis locis circumſcrip- 
© tive, neceſſario diſtinCta ſunt ; 8, quia eſt contra rationem unius 
 ©quod fit diſtintum, ideo fi unum corpus eflet in pluribus locis 


* circumſcriptive, efſet unum & non unum ſcu indiſtinctum ; quod 
* implicat contradictionem. 
2, That they puta third way of preſence of Chriſt's Body in 


. the Euchariſt, real and true, and tho not per modum quantitatis dr- 
'  mneuſjue, yet per modum ſubftantie,* which they ſay is a mode pro- 
- Per to this Sacrament, and ſuch as hinders not the ſame body at 
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the ſame time tobe alibz, elſewhere, and yet to remain, tho it be 


elſewhere, indiviſum iz ſe ; which the other Preſences, in their ac- 
ception of them, do hinder. Of which thing thus Durazd con- 
tends *, 'That Chriſt's Body is preſent in the Sacrament ratroze f0- 


rt. lins praſentie ad locum, not ratione continentie either circumſcriptive 


or definitive. —and that Quod eſt preſens loco hoc modo, poteſt eſſe ſi- 


mul preſens in pluribus locis ; (icut Angelus, 1aith he, ef preſens om- 


nibus corporibus que poteſt movere. 


Mean-while other Schoolmen and Controvertiſts take. liberty to' 


diſſent from theſe. See Scores in 4.ſent.dift.10.94.2. and Be/tarm. de 
Euchar. 3. 1. 3.c. and it ſeems not without reaſon. For, why 
ſhould this their Sub/#aztial or Sacramental way (as real and true as 
any of the other) of Chriſt's Body being at the ſame time 1a hea- 
ven and inthe Euchariſt, conſiſt with this Bodie's remaining idi- 
viſtm in-ſe; more than the circumſciptive or definitive way, rightly 


underſtood, and freed of their limitations ; or, why impole they: 


{uch a notion on theſe two ways, that they muſt imply an exact 
adequation of the place and the placed, or exclude it from being 
atallany where elſe ; any more than the other Subſtantial or Sa- 


cramental way (which they maintain) doth ? 


Thus far I have ſtept aſide, to ſhew, that the DoCtor receives no. 
advantage here, for the denying the Eſſential- or Subſtantial pre- 
{ence of Chriſt's Body in the Euchariſt, from the difference in the. 
Schools concerning the Mode thereof, whilſt all. of them agree: 
both in ſuch Subſtantial preſence, and alſo in Tranſubſtantiation.. 


Conſequently to what hath been ſaid I gather alfo Firſt, that 
if we do not take preſentia corporalis or preſentia naturalis in ſuch a 


ſenſe as they imply the preſence of ſome corporeal or natural acci- 


dents or properties by divine power ſeparable (as ſome are, the ef- 
ſence {till preſerved; and who knows exaQtly how many : in which 
reſpe& Chrilt's body is denied, as by the Ezgliſh, ſo by the Roman 
and Lutheran, Churches, to be in the Eucharilt modo corporeo or na- 
turali:) but take them as they imply the corporeal or natural preſence 
of the eſſence or ſubſtance of this Body ; thus will Real or Eſſential 
preſence be the ſame with corporeal and matural. And therefore 
theſe words [ Real and eſſential preſexce] ſeem as truly denied to be- 
in the Euchariſt, by the firſt compoſers ofthe foreſaid Declaration 
in the latter end of K. Edward's dayes, as the words [Corporal and 
Natural preſexce]arein this 2d, Edition thereof in A. D. 1661. T 
fay the one,the eſſezial or ſubftantial, denied to be there,as much as 
the other, the »az#ra/: whenever this reaſon in both 1s added for 


it, viz, becauſe Igem corpus non poteſt eſſe ſimul in diverſis locis. For 
this. 
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e | rhis reaſon ſeems neceſſarily to exclude the one, as well as the o- 

4 ther, the rea/ and eſſential preſence, as well as corporal and natural. 

6 Indeed the preſent Rubrick hath only theſe words, {* that no $6. 26. 
-  * adoration ought to be done unto any corporal preſence of Chriſt's 


© | * natural fleſh and blood, ] whereas that in King Edward's time 
- KY hath theſe, [that no adoration ought to be done unto any real 
;- | © and eſſential preſence of Chriſt's natural fleſh and blood, the 
| words Real and eſſextial then, being now changed into Corporeal; 
O F and this ſeems to he done with ſome caution for the preſent 
e | Church her maintaining fill a 72a/ and eſſential preſence of Chriſt's 
y | [body 1n the Euchariſt; whereas thoſe in the latter time of King 
> | Edwardicem to have denied it. [For as the firſt dayes of this 
i= | Prince ſeem to have bin more addiCted to Latheraniſme, fo the 
i= | latter dayes to Zuirglianiſm; as appears in ſeveral expreſſions of 
y Biſhop Rzaley, (ſee his laſt examination in Fox p. 1598. and his 
Y | itating the firſt Queſtion diſputed at Oxford about the Real Pre- 
Xx | fence,) and of Peter Martyy.* When allo this Queſtion, 4» Cor- <.. _ 
Bj prs Chriſti realiter vel [ubſtantialiter adſit in Enchariſtia, in Oxford, put. O-on. 
a" was held negatively ; and when all thoſe alterations were made 7549- "21, 
in the Forme of the Service of our Lord's Supper (mentioned be- 8g. * T 
10'F fore in the begining of this Diſcourſe) that might ſeem to fa- 
& | vour any preſence of Chriſt's Body in relation to the ſymbols.] 
1C: F But here I fay, if the words of the former Rubrick, real and eſſex- 
ee} tial, were by the late Clergy changed into corporal on any-ſuch de- 
n-.} fign, that ſo the Real and eſſential preſence might be {till by them 
at F maintained ; then I ask here, how can the ſame reaſon be ſtill re- 
12 F tained in their opinion thus altered? For, this reaſon, [ zhat rhe 
cli ſame Body cannot be at once in ſeveral places] as I have laid, eombars 
as well a real and eſſextial preſence, which they now would ſean 
Ch F to allow ; as a corporal, which they rejeCt. | 
any 2. Iinfer; that let them expreſs this effential or ſubſtantial 
a rg of Chris Body in the Euchariſt, ſtill defended by them, *: 27- 
ow they pleaſe, by callng it Myftica, Spiritnalis, Symbolica, Sacra- 
al | mentalis, or the like ; yetif the preſence of the Eflence or Sub- 
re } france be ſtill retained, they are eaſed no more thus, from main- 
be F taining, that Idem corpus poteſt eſſe in dnobus locis (or ubi) ſimul, than 
ON JF any other party, which hold any groſler preſence there. And 
nd | therefore ſuppoſe, if you will, a body cloth'd with all its uſual ac- 
I Þ cidents of quantity and dimenſions, and of quality (except you 
as Þ will number alſo this amongſt them, to poſſeſs but one place, and 
or. F'except you will annex to circumſecriptive or definitive the reſtri- 
on tions mentioned before $.24. n. 2.) ; and it may no leſs (when ſuch 
US. D > 1s 
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is the divine pleafure) be, thus, at the ſame time in:many places; 
than when {tript of them : for the ſame ſeeming ablurdities and 
contradictions follow, from an Angel's, or Soul's. being at the ſame 
time in two diſtin&t definitive #b's, without any continuation (if 7 
may fo ſay) of its eſſence between theſe ub7's ; as do follow from a 
body ſo qualified. being in two circumſcriptive places without the 
like continuation ;. as you may ſee in peruſing the common ob- 
jettions that are made againſt plurality of places. 

For as Cardinal Belarmin.preſſeth well to this purpoſe:: © —St 
£ quis objiciat aliam eſſe rationem corporum, aliam ſpirituum, 1s fa- 
* cile refelli poteſt. Nam ratio cur corpora non videantur poſle 
* efle in pluribus.locis non tam eſt moles quam unitas. —Ideo au- 
* tem non videtur poſle eſle, quia non potelt divelli a ſeipſo: & vi- 
*letur neceſſario debere divellti ac diſtrahi a ſe, ft ponatur in varits 
©locis.. Porro iſta repugnantia que ſumitur ab-unitate rei non mi- 
© nus invenitur. in ſpiriru quam in corpore : utrumque enim eſt u- 
*num, & a ſe dividi non poteſt. Quare perinde eſt in hac queſtt- 
© one {ive de.Corpore live de Spiritu probetur, [and 1 add, ſive de cor- 
© pore eſſentiali, five de naturali.] The like things he: ſaith of a 
Sacramental preſence , and not fer. occupationem. loci; {0 this preſence 
be real. Que realis preſentia, ſaith he, in tot Altaribus & non in locis: 
intermedits non minus tollere videtur indiuiſionem rei, quam repletio 
plurium locorum. 

This being. ſaid from $. 22. That, in my apprehenſion either 
theſe our Ezz/iſb Divines mult aftirm this Propoſition of oe body at. 
the [ame time being in more places than one, or lame other equivalent; 
to it, to be true ; or mutt ceaſe to aſſert any read, eſſential, or ſub- 
fantial preſence of Chrilts. body in the. Euchariſt, contradifiin. 
ta the lcnſe. of the Zuizelians. | 

4. It ſeems to me, that ſome. of the more judicious amongſt 
them heretofore have not laid fo great. weight on this philoſophi-- 


_ cal poſition , as wholly to tupport and. regulate their faith in this: 


matter by it, as it ſtands in oppoſition not onely to nature's but the: 
divine. power : becauſe they pretend. not any ſuch certainty there- 
of ; but that, ifany divine revelation of the. conttary can be ſhew-: 
6d, they profeſs a readineſs to believe it. 

See the. quotations out of Dr. Taylor before $. 20. x. 3. And thus: 


Biſhop Whiteagainſt Fiſher p. 179, much what to the ſame pur-; 


poſe. —© We cannot grant (faith he) that one Individual body; 
*.may be in many diſtant places at one and the ſame inftant, until. 
*the Papiſt demonſtrate the poſſibility hereof by teſtimony of Sa- 
*cred Scripture, or the ancient Tradition of the primitive Church, 
or 
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* or by apparent reaſon. and p. 446. —We diſpute not what God 
6;s able to effect by his ablolute power, neither is this queſtion of 
*any uſe in the matter now 1n hand. — That God changeth the 


' © Ordinance which himſelf hath fixed, no divine teſtimony or revc- 


© Jation affirmeth or teacheth. 'There is a twofold power in God, 


| * ordinata, and abſoluta. One according to the order which himſelf 


© hath fixed by his word and will, the other according to the infi- 
6 niteneſs of his efſence. Now according to the power meaſured 
«and regulated by his Word and Will, all things are impoſhble 
< which God will not have to be. —and p. 152. —Except God 


\ <himſelf had expreſly revealed and teſtified in his Word that the 
| £ contrary [1.C. fo the common ordinance of the Creator ] ſhould be 


*found in the humane Body of Chriſt &c.. a Chriſtian cannot be 
*compelled to believe this doctrine as an Article of his Creed uporr 
© the ſole voice and authority of the Lateraz or Tridentize Council. 
[But if they were certain of ſuch contradiftion , then are they certain that 
there neither is nor can be ſuch contrary revelation, and when any reve- 


' dation, tho never ſo plain, is brought, they are bound to interpret if ſo, as 


zot to affirm a certainly known impoſſibility. | | 
Again, thus Biſhop Fortes de Euchar. 1.1. 2.c. 1.5. cenſures thoſe 


other Proteſtants, who peremptorily maintain that there is ſuch a. 
| real certain contradiQtion. —* Admodum periculoſe & nimis au- 


*datter negant multi Proteflantes, Deum: poſſe: panem-ſubſtantia- 
<liter in corpus Domini convertere, [which converſion involves the 
putting idem corpus ſimul in diverſis- locis.] © Multa enim poteſt. 
* Deus omnipotens facere ſupra captum omnium hominum imo & 


| ws + 0090 Id quidem quod implicet contradictionem non 


© polle fieri concedunt omnes : ſed quia in particulari nemini evi- 


| *denter conftat, que fit unwuſcujuſque rei efſentia, ac proinde quid 
; E1mplicer, & quid non implicet contradictionem ; magnz profe&to 


* temeritatis eit, propter cxcx mentis noſtrx imbecillitatem, Deo. 
* limites przſcribere, & prefratte negare omnipotentia. ſua .illum 
hoc vel illud facere polle : Placet nobis judicium 'Theologorum. 
© Wirtenbergicorum: in Confeſſione ſua, Anno 1552. Concilio Tr:-- 
©dentino propolita, cap. de Exchariſtia, (vide Harmon. Confef.) Cre» 
«-dimus 1nqumnt omnipotentiam Det tantam: eſſe, . ut poſht in-Eu-- 
© chariſtia lubſtantiam panis & vini velannihilare, vel in corpus &. 
*{anguinem Chriſti mutare. Sed quod Deus hanc ſuam abſolutam 
* omnipotentiam 1a Euchariitia exercear,nop videtur eſle certo ver- 
*bo Del traditum, & apparet veteri Eccletiz fuifſe ignotum. After 
which the ſame Biſhop-gocs on to ſhew the moderation alſo of ſome 
foreign retormed Divines herein, tho much oppoſing the Latheran 
and 
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Concerning the Rubrick of the Engliſh Liturgy” 


and Romas opinion. *© Zninglius & Occolampadins ( fiſh he) ali- 
* quoties, ut cuiſtat, conceſſerunt Luthero & illius lequacibus, ac 
* proinde Romanen{1bus, [ut qui idem non minore contentione ur- 
« gent in Tranſubſtantiatione fa defendenda, quam illi in Conſub- 
* {tantiatione ſua.) Deum quidem hoc poſle efficere, ut unum cor- 
* pus fit 1n diverſis locis ; fed quod idem in Euchariſtia fieret, 8 
* quod Deus 1d fiert vellet, id vero ſibi protari poſtularunt. Uti- 
* nam hic pedem fixifſent, nec ulterius -progreſſi tuifſent diſcipuli. 
* In Coll. Malbrannenſ; aCtione 8. Facobo Andreea Lutherano objicien- 
* t1 Calviniſtzs negare Chriſti corpus coleſti modo pluribus in lo- 
cis efle poſle, ita reſpondet Zach Urſinus Theol. Heidelburgenſss : 
*Non negamus eum ex Dei omnipotentia pluribus in locis efle 
* poſſe; hoc in controverſiam non venit, ſed an hoc velle Chriftum 
* ex verbis ejus probart poſſit * Traque hoc te velle exiſtimavimus, 
* Chriſti corpus non tantum poſſe, ſed etiam reipſa oportere in S. 
* Cena przſens cfle &c. v. Urſ. &c.p. 155. Idem Urſinus Aftion. 
*ead. Pp. 153. Conaberis etiam oftendere (alloquitur Jacobum Ane 
dream) © elevari & imminut a nobis omnipotentiam Dei, cum di» 
*camus Deum non poſle facere, ut corpus in pluribus fit locis, aut ut 
* Chriſti corpus per lapidem penetret C the like contradiftions ſeem- 
ng to Uriin to urge, both plurality of places to one Body, and plurality of 
* Bodies to one place]: © De quo reſponſum eſt, non ſemel, nunquam 
*quzſitum eſſe aut diſputatum, an pofir Deus hoc aut illud effice- 
fre; {ed hoc tantum, an ita velit— See more in the Author. To 
which E may adde S. Au/tiz's ſaying, Cura pro mortuis, C. 16, *Iſta 


* Quzſtio vires intelligentiz mez vincit, quemadmodum opitulen- | 


© tur Martyres 1is, quos per eos certum eſt adjuvari: utrum ipſi per 


« ſeipſos adfint uno tempore tam diverlis locis & tanta inter ſe lon- F 


* ginquitate diſcretis &c. or whether this was done per Angeli- 
ca miniſteria uſquequaque diffuſa, ſhews this Father believed no im- 
poſſibility of a Martyrs being uno tempore in diverſis locis. 

And from this reaſon of th2ir uncertainty of ſuch contradiQtion, 
whether it is real in reſpect of the divize power, it ſeems to be, 
that the Convocation of the Clergy in the beginning of _— 
zabeth's dayes, both caſt out of the 28 of the former Articles of Re- 
ligion made in the end of King Edward's Reign, theſe words fol- 
lowing : [** —Cum naturz humans veritas requirat, ut unius e- 
*juſdemque hominis corpus in multis locis ſimul eſe non poſlit, 
* {ed in uno aliquo & definito loco efle oporteat; idcirco Chriſti cor- 
< pus in multis & diverſis locis eedem tempore przſens eſſe non po- 
* teſt. Et quoniam, ut tradunt facrz literz, Chriſtus in ccelum tuit 


*{ublatus, & ibi uſque ad finem ſzculi eſt permanſurus, non dehet 
quiſo:1am 
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Comerning the Rubrick of the Englifh Liturey. 


$ quifquam fidelium carnis ejus & ſanguinis realem preſentiam & 
6 corporalem (ut loquuntur) preſentiam in Euchariſtia vel credere 
*vel profiteri.] And allo cait out this very Rubrick or Declara- 
tion out of the then Common-prayer-book ; and alfo reſtored a- 
gain the former forme in adminiltring the Communion ; [The Bo- 


of our Lord &C. preſerve thy body a1.d foul,] and all this (faith Dr. 
: Heylin )* leſt under colour of rejeting a Carnal,they mitht be thought al- 


ſo to deny ſuch a Real preſence, as was d:fended in the writings of the 
ancient Fathers. . 

_ Andlaftly, the late Clergy allo in 1661, in that part of this re- 
ceived Rubrick or Declaration wherein they reject the words of 


the former, [real and eſſential preſence,] as is ſaid before 5. 3. n. 4. 


ſeem to diſallow the opinion of K. Edward's latter Clergy, and to 
vindicate itil] che Rea/ preſence : but then, they retaining ſtill un- 
changed the laſt expreſſions of the former Rubrick, which affirm 
Chritt's natural Body not to be in the Euchariſt,and that upon ſuch 
a ground as is there given, ſeem again to diſclaim it ; unleſs they 
will juſtify as ſeeming a contradiction as that is of ders in pluribies 


{loci ſimul ; which they condemn. A contradiftion, | ſay ; for I 
cannot diſcern, how this [ Chriſt's natural body is here, and is in hea-- 


ven, and yet but one body, can be pronounced a contradiction : and 
this [Chris natural body ts not here, but only in heaven, and yet this 


' natural body is here moſt certainly received} can be pronounced none. - 


For ifthis can be juſtified to be part of their faith, that the natural 


'body of Chriſt is not here in the Euchariſt, but only in heavez ; yet 

this is another part thereof, ({ee the former Teſtimonies 5.8. &c.) 
that the natural body of Chriſt 1s here in the Euchariſt received. 
17, the body that was born of the B. Virgin, not a grace only, not 


a Spirit only, but ze it ſelf, for both Hoc eſt Corpus meum, and the 


- general Tradition of the ancient Church, ſeems to have neceſſita- 

'ted theſe Divines to this expreflion, and © —faQi participes ſub- 
{ſtantiz ejus virtutem quoque ejus {entimus in bonorum omnium - 
© communicatione, faith Catviz, quoted before $. 8. —Now if: 


theſe things be ſo, then this expreſſing only of one part of their 
faith in this Rubrick, viz. that the natural body is not here, and the. 
not mentioning the other part with it, viz. that the natural body 
notwithſt anding is here received by every worthy communicant, (it mat- 
ters not after what manner received, ſo this manner deny not the 
preſence of this body,) ſeems at leaſt to betray their faith to a dan- 
'gerous miſconſtruQton, and to precipitate him, who hears ſuch a. 
confeſſion, into Zxinglianiſme. But if we would expreſs our 


whole and entire faith here concerning this matter , it cannot be, 
but. 
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but that he, who hears it, (obſerving that both Chrift's body #z 
here, tor he really receives it ; and ot here, for it is only in heaven; 
In that it is both within him, and at the ſame time many millions 
of miles from him, and yet cannot poſſibly be at two places at 
once ; ) will preſently fay with Calvis, * &S. Virginis exemplo , 
Quomodo = poffit ? —&— Nil mais incredibile, —and then I 


lee not what they have to anſwer him, but —Myfterinum, — Arca- ' 


num, —Miraculum, —Ineffabile. And then how can they urge 
others (as they do here) with contradictions, and impoſlibilities, 
who go about to explain this ineffable Myſtery by Idem corps in 
pluribns locis ; and mean while maintain the like contradictions 


themſelves, deſiring to have their contradifQtion paſſed and currant, | 


the others ſuppreſſed ? 

To exprels my diſquiſitions yet a little more fully, and' to ſee if 
they can poſſibly find any evaſion (without retiring to Zninglia- 
iſm) from thoſe difficulties #hemſe/ves, with which here they 
preſs others. If they ay, that Chriſt's body 1s really or eſſentially 
preſent in the Euchariſt, but they mean not to the elements, but 
to the receiver ; and that not to his body, but to his ſoul ; yet if 
they affirm it as much, or as far preſent to the ſoul, as others do to 


_ the ſigns, (as Mr. Hooker ſaith, they differ only about the ſubjeft, not 
the preſence : ) do not the ſame objections, abſurdities, &c. (con-+ ſÞ 
cerning Chriſt's being both really and effentially in heaven, and in F 


the place where the Communion is celebrated) with which they 
aMitt others for making it preſent with the ſigns, return upon 


themſelves, for making 1t preſent with the receiver ? For if it be þþ. 


poſſible, that the body of Chriſt now fitting at the right hand of 
Godin heaven can, notwithſtanding this, be preſent in our ſoul, or 


in our heart in ſuch a place on earth ; ſo may it «nder, with, or in-. 


ſtead of bread in the ſame place ; unleſs we fay that they affirm 
not the real preſence to the ſoul, which the others do to the bread. 


But then theſe writers muſt not {ay that they difter only about the 


manner, or the ſubject of his Preſence ; but the Preſence it ſelf 


alſo. 
If they ſay that Chriſt's body is really. or eſsentially preſent in 


the Euchariſt ; but they mean ſpiritually, not naturally, or not cor-. 


porally ; fo ſay others, both Romanift, and Lutheran, 1.e. not with 
the uſual accidents or qualities accompanying (where is no ſuper- 
natural effet) the nature or efſence ofa body : but if they will ex- 


tend ſpiritually ſo far as that it- ſhall imply Chriſt's body to be. 
there really and eſſentially , yet not to be there quoad naturam or ef- 


ſentiam fnam ; or Chriſt's body to be there, not quoad corpes ; this 18, 


-by a diſtinction to deſtroy the theſis. A- | 
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Conterning the Rubrick of the Engliſh Liturzy. 
Again, if they lay really and eſſentially there preſent, but not /0- 
cally ; ſo ſay the Lutheran, and Rowan DoQtors, 1. e. ciroumſcriptiv?, 
or by ſuch commenſuration to place, as bodies uſe to have 1n cheir 
natural condition : but if they will extend Yocally fo far, as that 
they underſtand Chriſt's body to be there by no manner of abs at 
all, not ſo much as »bi definitive, or fo that they may truly ſay tis 
hic, 10, as not ubique, or not alibi, where no Communion 1s cele- 
-brated ; what is this, but to affirm, tis there ſo, as that it 1s not at 

all there ? 
If they ſay really and efſetially preſent, by reaſon of the ſame Spi- 


vit uniting us here on earth, as members to it in heaven: be{ides that 


thus Chriit's body 1s no more preſent in the Euchariſt, than inany 


other Ordinance or Sacrament, wherein the Spirit is conferred ; 


-fach preſence is properly of the Spirit, not -of the Body ; and ad- 


vanceth us not beyond Zuingliantme. | 
But if at laſt they plainly interprer rea/ and efſextial preſence, by 


_ Chriſt's being preſert (in corporal ab/exce) to the worthy receiver in 
all the benefits and effetts thereof; Thus allo they ſlide back into Zu- 
 \inglianiſme. Concerning which opinion the Remonſtrants well 


diſcerning the difficulties, into which the affirming of a Real.pre- 
ſence doth caſt other Proteſtant parties, in their Apol. pro Confe//rone 


Þ fſ#a,p. 256. ſaid; the Zuinglian opinion was © fimpliciffima, & ad 
© 1dololatriam omnem evitandam in hac materia in primis neceſ- 


© faria. —& quza Calvino & illius ſequacibus dicuntur, manife- 
<ſtam in ſ{e-continere tum vanitatem, tum abſurditatem 4; & ex iſto 


; © fonteemanaſse ingentem illam idololatriam ec. And upon the 


ſame terms the Socinians reject Calvin's doAtrine ; See Volkelins 4. 


4.22.c.p. 316. **—Tertius error eorum eſt, qui Chriſti corpus ſan- 


* guinemque re-yera quidem in facra-cona a nobis comedi bibique 


\* exiftimant : verum non corporali, {ed ſpirituali ratione hoc a 


1 


| © nobis fieri affirmant. Cujus quidem opinionis falſitas vel hoc 
- © uno convincitur, quod non ſolum Chriſti verbis nequaquam con- 
"©tinetur ; ſed etiam cum ſan mentis ratione pugnat : que dictat, 
*eri non-polse, ut Chriſti corpus tanto intervallo a nobis aisjun-. 


* tum in cena re-vera comedamus, Tdcirco & ille iple [Calvin] 
* qui {ententiz iſtius author eſt, fatetur, ſe hoc myſterium nec 


'© mente percipere, nec lingua explicare polse. 


I tnd alſoa late Writer replying on this manner to his Advers 


faryW. H. urging, ©—That ſome of the Learned'ſt of the Exz> __ 


25 
6. 35, 


ſ. 36. 


v.37. 
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* liſh Clergy confeſs the Holy Euchariſt, after Conſecration, to be , !..z. 
* really and truly our Saviour's Body ; and therefore adore it ; and p. 1: 


* for this cauſe diſown the New Rubrick, which ſaith, Our Lord's 
FE. Pogy 


* ® Fee the 
tormer Dt» 
{courſes con- 
cerning the 
Euchariſt, 
6. 4,12, 
Kc. 
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Concerning the Rubrick of che Engliſh Liturgy: 


© Body is in Heaven, and not ou the Altar ; telling us, that - they ace 
 knowledg the Thing, only dare not be fo-bold as the Romaniits} 
*todetermine the Manner, | 4 thing ſaid by Biſhop Andrews and os! 
$ hers, inthe former Teſtimonies.) } find him, TI ay, returning this} : 
anſ{eyer, 1.'T'o the Rebrick. © -Fhat this new Rubrick is but the old 
* one reſtored ; [where he might have done well to have conſidered by 


whom it was alſo ejefted, before its late reftorement in A.D. 1661,viga.. 
by the Engliſh Clergy ; and that within a year or two after it firſt ap , 
peared a New Additional in King Edward*s ſecond Common-PrayerÞ 
book.} 2. To the Perſons. *—If (faith he) you ſpeak true of”, 
* them, what regard ſhould we have of the Judgment of ſuch Cler=J | 
* gy-men, as declare their aſsent and conſent to all things contain ; 
* cd 1n, and preſcribed by, the Book of Common-prayer, and Ara. 
*ticles. of Religion ; and yet diſown the Rubrick , and believe! , 
Tranſubſtantiation, and adore the Euchariſt. as Chriſt's Body 2} - 
* Why do not you call ſuch the Rowan Clergy rather than the - 
© Exeliſh, if they differ from you but only in a want of boldneſs toi: 
* determine the Manner , whilft they acknowledge the Thing 2} 
* What if a Biſhop Byambal will have the Pope to be Principrmngly 
' Unitatis, and take Grotins to be of the mind of the Churoh of C 
* England; (who would have Rome to be the Miſtreſs-Church 
* and the Pope to be the Univerſal Governour, according to the 
* Canons of Councils, even the Council of Trezt ; ) muſt we theres "4 
* fore ſtoop to ſuch mens judgments ? Or might you not as welf 
© tell us, that Caſſander or Milittey, yea or Bellgrmin, Were of yours -” 
«mind ? This He. But if the acknowledging an efsential or ſub4l * 
{tantial preſence of Chriſt's Body, or of his Fleſh and Blood thag 7© 
was born of the Virgin Mary, in the Euchariſt, and with the} 7* 
Symbols, tho the manner *not preſcribed, doth Romanzze this} |. 
Clergy ; Biſhop Coiſixs 1s one of thoſe number. * And 1t 15 muchg? Uc 
that this perfon, having read his book, {who alſo, which I mucl I 
wonder at, makes this his own opinion of an Eſsential preſence! £C 
that of all Proteftants) did not diſcern this; but hath in his Poſts al 
-{cript recommended for the farisfation of others one fo muck? 3 
differing from his own Judgment ; who ſpeaks of this preſence of'y * c 
our Lord much otherwiſe than the Biſhop, in this manner. p. x47 al | 
«— That the Euchariſt is Chriſt's Body and Blood repreſentative ;] ''H 
*and not of ſuch a Body as he hath now glorified, [which he denies? 4 
© zo be fleſh and blood,}] but ſuch as was truly fleſh and blood, which bo 
*he once offered ; the Berefits of which Sacrifice are really given} *? 
*us 1, and by, the Euchariſt. ,And p. 15. —* That our Lord at! Rl 
* his laſt Supper ſpeaketh of a Repreſentative Body and Blood, [z.c-. c 
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4 Conrerning the Rabrick of the Engliſh Lizure y, | 22 6 


4; the words, Hoc eſt Corpus menum, | when his Real Body wwas not 
* broken,nor {lain ; nor hi5-blood Jhed,till after. And --<] can ſcarce 
"2 © believe (/aith he) chat man, that faith he believeth, that they 
© [he Apo#les } believed , rhat then they did eat Chriſt's very , ; 
© Fleth and Blood. Axd el/cwhere*, to St. Cyril's words, (Do P:57» 
Y * not look on it as bare bread, and bare wine, for it is the Body : 
FJ * and Blood of Chrift, For tho thy ſenſe ſuggeſts this to thee, yet 
"2 < let faith confirm thee.] he axſwers, * The Bread and Wine are 
> not bare or meer Bread and Wine, but Chriſt's Body and Blood ; 
*25 the King's Statue in Braſs is not bare braſs. Iz afl which we hear 
of the Benefits of our Lord's Body and Blood, and of his Sacrifice on the 
= Cyrofs; really gives to w in the Euchariſt ; but nothing of his very Fle{b 
33 #24 Blood really ad eſſentially preſent there ; athing profeiſed abnn- 
30 4antly byBiſhop Colins: | 
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CHAP. IV. 


ll Conſiderations onthe third Obſervation : No Adoration intended or 
due to any Corporal preſence. | 


3 7] 'His from 8. 19. Thad to repreſent concerning the ſecond Ob- 6.29 
. {eryablc-in this Deelazation - the reaſon g1VEr there, Why the * 3 yo» 
= 1 atur at Body of Chriſt # not in the Enchariſt. F now proceed to the 


I third Obſervable , where it is declared, That mo Adoration is in- 

# te2ded,or ought, to be done unto any Corporeal preſence of Chriſt's natu- 
gal Fliſh nnd Blood. a 

J . 7. Where Firſt, as I think, that all grant a kneeling and adora- 1 

1 tion both of ſou! and body due to God the Father and Son, for a fip- | 

1 #ification of our humble and grateful acknowledgment of the benefits of 

= Chi giver in this ſacred Solemnity to all worthy receivers, as the De- 

+24 $27 4t:0% hath it : fo F fuppoſe the preſent Clergy will grant, that 

Py, vere were & Corporca] preſence of Chriſt's natural Body 1n this 

4} Folly Sacrament, then Kneeling and Adoration. would be here due 

al allo upon ſuch an account. "ON 8 

*J 2: Tho the Corporea! preſence of ChrifPsBody, 5.e. of its being $: 4® 


A {there ad modym Corporis, or clothed with the ordinary properties 
hÞ& ta body, bedenied ; as it is not only by the Engiiſþ Divines, but 
n@ Þy the Latheran and Roman (ſee below 5. 48.) - yet let there be 


4 fy other manner of Preſence (known from divine Revelation) of 
the very ſame body and blood, and this as real and effential (let It 
be called Sp;riz»al, Myſtical, or by what name you pleaſe) as if _ » 
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poreal ; and then I do not ſee, but that Adoration will be no leſs: | 


due to it, thus, than ſo, preſent. 


3. And thirdly to ſhew that the Church of Exgland hath here- q 
tofore believed and affirmed ſuch a Preſence to which they thought | 
Adoration due ; I muſt (here alſo) ſet before you what I have | 


met with in {ſuch writers of hers, as are of no mean account. 
Of this then firſt thus Biſhop Azdrews 1n anſwer to Bellarmine x 


where, the Cardinal collecting from K. James's alledging the Ado-! , 


ration of the Sacrament in the Church of Rexe for a Novelty, that | 


the King diſallowed adorationem Chriſti Domini in Sacramento miro 


ſed vero modo praſentis, the learned Biſhop (Reſp. ad Apol. 8. c. p. | 
I-95.) goes on thus, © Apage vero, Quisei hoc dederit ! Sacramen- | 


* te, id &ft, Chriſti in Sacramento. Imo Chriſtus.iple Sacramenti res, 
6 in, & cum Sacramento,extra $& ſine Sacramento, ubi ub! eſt, ado- 
* randus elt : Rex autem Chriſtum 1n Euchariſftia vere przſentem, 
*vere & adorandum ſtatuit ; rem ſ{cilicet Sacramenti , at non Sa- 
*cramentum ; terrexam {cilicet partem, ut Irenens ; viſibilem, ut Au- 


gnſtiaus. [Which Father the Biſhop had quoted a little before, ſaying, Sa- | 4 


ertficcums Euchariſtie diobus confict, vilbili elementorum ſpecie, & invis 
fbi1i Chriſti carne & ſanguine ; (icut Chriſti perſona conſtat ex Deo & 
bomine, cum ipſe vers ſit Deus, & verns homo.] © Nos vero & in my- 
* ſerus carnem Chriſt: adoramus, cum Ambroſio; & non 74d, led 
© enm qui ſuper altare colitur. Male enim, quid ib1 colatur, quezrit 
© Cardinalis, cur guzs , debuit ; cum Nazianzenus enum dicat, 
*non ;d. Nec carnem manducamus, quin adoremus prius, cum. 
* Anzzutino : & Sacramentum tamen nullt adoramus. 

Again, thus Dr. Taylor in anſwer to that ſaying of Ambroſe, 
[ Adorate ſcabellum &c. per ſcabellum, terra intelligitur, per terram caro 
Chriflt, quam hodie quoque in myſteriis [1.c. the Euchariſt or Symbols| 
adoramus ; & quam Apoſtoli in Domino Jeſu adorarunt. © We wor- 


* ſhip &c. (faith the DoQr,) for we receive the ER, AS re=, 


* preſenting and exhibiting to our ſouls the fleſh and blood of 
*Chriſt; ſo that we worſhip [he means the body or the fleſh of Chriſt] 
*1n the ſumption and yenerable uſages of the ſigns of his body, but 
* we give nodivine honour to the ſtgns. | 
Again thus Biſhop Forbes, quoted before de Exchar. 2.1. 2.c. 9.5. 
—* An Chriſtus in Euchariſtia fit adorandus, Proteftantes {antores 
* non dubitant. In ſumptione enim Euchariſtiz. (ut utar verbis 
* Archiepiſcopi Spalatenſis)adorandus eſt Chriſtus vera-latria ; ft- 
* Quidem COrpus ejns VIVUm 6 gloriolum miraculo quodam ineffa- 
* bili digne ſument! pceſens adelt : & hxzc adoratio non pani, non 
* v129, non ſumption, non comettioni ; [7d ipſi corpori Chriſti im-: 
| mediate 
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5 & .* mediate, per ſumptionem Euchariſtiz exhibito, debetur & perfi- 
F * citur. 

- > Fhusalſo the Archbiſhop of Spalato. 7.1. 11.c. 7. 6. —*Sile- 
t BY: * cundum veritatem qui digne ſumir Sacramenta corporis & ſan- 
e & *glinis Chriſti, ille vere & realiter corpus & ſanguinem Chriſti, 
& * in ſe corporaliter, modo tamen quodam fpirituali, miraculoſo, & 
© imperceptibili, fumit 3 omnis digne communicans adorare potelit 
F< & debet corpus Chriſti quod recipit : non quod lateat corporali- 
F © ter 7x pane, aut {ub pane, aut ſub ſpeciebus & accidentibus panis ; 
© ſed quod quando digne ſumitur panis ſacramentalis , tunc etiam 
+© ſumitur cum pane Chriſti corpus reale illi communioni realirer 
-< przſens. 

,, Andlaſtly, thus Mr. Thornayke argues for it, Epzl. 3.0. 30. c.p. 
- $350. —© 1 ſuppoſe C{aith he) that the body and blood of Chrijt 
Z< may be adored whereſoever they are, and mult be adored. by a 
Z* good Chriſtian, where the cuſtom of the' Church, which a Chri- 
© ſtian is obliged to communicate with, requires it. —This honour 


* affirmative precept, (which according to the received rule , ties 
1: always, tho it cannot tye a man to do the duty always ; becauſe 


df to make it requiſite, and preſently to take hold and oblige? And- 
tW< is not the preſence thereof 1n; the Sacrament of the Euchariſt 
t, W* a juſt occaſion prelently to expreſs, by that bodily a& of Adorati- 
2.&+*< on,that inward honour,which we always carry towards.our Lord: 


F< Chriſt as God? 
” Now notwithſtanding this, whereas the late Declaration firſt 
© faith, that adoration ought not to be done to any corporal preſence of our- 


"> 
0 
TS Lord's vatural Boay, as in the Euchariſt ; and 2ly, That upon this: 


= © reaſon, becauſe the natural Body of our Lord is not in the Euchariſt ;- 
= and 3ly, That again upon this reaſon, becauſe this Body being in 
f I heaven cannot alſo be in the Euchariſt, i.e, in more places than one 
]& at the ſame time - therefore. it ſeems clcarly.to deny Adoration due 


t F to Chriſt's body as any way preſent in the Euchariſt ; contrary to. 


; the tore-cited doctrine, and contrary to the religion of King Fames 
5. & and Biſhop Azdrews publiſhed to the world abroad. Or at leaſt, in 
s BF: thus denying adoration due to a corporal preſence, and then not. 
s | declaringany other preſence of Chriſt's body in the Sacrament 
-. & that 1s adorable, when as ſucha preſence they believe: it ſeems to. 
- | betray the communicants toa greater miſcarriage. in their beha- 


1 Viour, as to {uch our Saviour's preſence at the receiving. of theſe - 
= | dreadful Myſteries ; and to. abridg this duty of that extent in - 
WHICH - 


B © (7c. of worſhipping the body and blood of Chriſt] being the duty of an 


2 he then ſhould do nothing elſe :) what remains but a jult occaſion- 


29 
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Concerning the Rubrigh of che Engiiſh Livargy. 
which 1thad formerly bin' recommended by this Church. Thi 
briefly on the third Obſervable. | 


0 


wy a 'CHAP. V: 
© Some Replies to the former Diſconrfe. 


OO 


7 courſe. Such as theſe. x. To the firit Obſervableaboveſaid} 
$. 4. viz. That the Natpral Body of our Loyd & not in the Euchariſt 

that the meaning 1s, nor, that Ir is not there in its efſence , or ſub 

france at'all ; but only that the natural body &c. is not there modo na 

turali, Or. ad modum corports naturalis, not there after a natural man 
ner. And it the Dec/aration means only this , (for which fee Dr 
Taylor before $: 15. and in the former Diſcourſe concerning the 
Eucharit $:6.) + grant it a truth ; but find- all other parties, the 
Lutherans,Calviniſts, the Roman as well as the Engliſh Church, 'as 
greeing 1n it. { For, for the Roman thus ſpeaks the Council of 
Trent ſeſſ. 13. 1-r. =<*Neque'enim hec inter ſe pugnant, juxta 
* modurh ext{tend? naturalem Salvatorem noftrum in ccolis afſhdere 


" | Oconclude. Some Replies I can- imagine to this former -Di 


* ad dextram Patris, & nobis ſubſtantia ſua adefſe przſentem Sa- ; q 


*cramentaliter, ea exiſtendi ratione; quam, etfi verbis exprimerg 
*vix poſſumys, poſſibilem tamen efſe Deo tTogiratione per fdem 11 
*Juftrata aſſequr poſſumus. &c-/Phus Bellormin do Bucher. x.1.-2:C 
—2, 5c. 'to.e; andelſewhere in that Treatiſe. — Chriſtum nog 
eſſe 1n Euchariftia ut in loco, vel ut in vaſe, aut ſub aliquo velo, 
*ſ{ed eo modo ut panys prius ; ſed non ita , ut accidentia panis 1n- 
* hzreant Chriſti ſubſtantiz ; non cocxiſtere aur commenſurar1 
foco; Hon efl&;*tta'ut*habeatordinem 'vilam ad corpora circum 
*ftantia4 non eNeſenfibile, viſth!le, tangible; extenfunt'; non ' ad- 
<elſemobiliter, txtenhſtve; corporaliter, [a5 we tmderſtand this word 
fo exclude not naturam, but modurn corportis. ] | = 
And thus Dr. Holden p.'316. —*Verum 8& reale corpus Chriſtt 
© profitemur efle; in Hog Sacramentg; non more corporeo:; & paiſi- 
©Þili,fed/pricnutf & ihvilibil; nobis* omni incogmts. Spiritual 
alt;"1.e. a8'oppoled t0 coyporuls, butby no means as oppoſed to rea 
V3: An@aSfor the Lmtheras Hind this "the pacifick Diſcourſes of Þ 
Biſhop Morton, Biſhop Hell, and Biſhop Daverant ( lee the 11th. 
chapter of his adhore. ad parem Eccleſia ) tufficiently taken notice of, 
and urged for lefſening the difference between the ſeveral parties 
of the Reformed. —*Chriftum' adefſe fignis, but inviſibiliter, 1n- 
* tangiblliter, ſpiritualiter, mefabilter, © rkentaliter; modo ſu- I. 


Spernaturalt, ratiofni human# incomprehenfibili; colefti, Des folt | 
$4212 | noto. 
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E.nioto-. - —Again, (about oral manducation 4n, this his .preſence 
With the ſigns) — © recipi quidem. ore, ſed, participari modo .di- 
L109, 2dmirabili, -infcrutabili z non atteri dentibus, non.diyidi, 
partiri, frangi : per /ubſtantialiter, corporaliter, oraliter, nihil ali- 
Lud ſ{ignificari nifi veram manducationem ; non phyticam, non 
ffe cibum corruptibilem, ſed ſpiritualem 3 mangucart a fidelibus, 
'non ad corpus nutriendum, [1. e. materially,] led ad, animam lus 
ſftentandam &Cc. Therefore ap they, as others, deteſt the Capernattan 
PIY ON Te 
.- Tothele I may add what Biſhop Forbes laith, de Euchar. /.1.c. x. 
# 28.5. —Nemo {anz mentis Chrittum de clo, vel de dextra Patris 
delcendere vilibiliter aut inviſibiliter, ut in cena vel lignis loca- 
| liter (i.e. per modum corporis) adit, exittimat. Fideles, emnes 
 tinanimi conſenfu, & uno ore profitentur, le tirmitex retinere ar- 
 ticulos fidei [aſcendit in celos, Tos ad dextram Patrss ; | & modum 
F hujus preſentiz credere ſe non efle naturalem, corporalem, car- 


nalem; tocalem, per le &c. {ed abique ulla ceclorum delertione, {ed 


.4 


{{upernaturalem &c.. I 

- Butthen , beſides that the Propoſition, carryingiuch a meaning, 
bad need to be altered in the expreſſion (theſe two being very 
dflerent, the natural body is not here, and the natural body is here, but 


wor after 4 natural mode: ) the Reaſon which follows, and is given 
to confirmit, hindreth me from thanking, that the preſent Clergy 
{ underfiands it, vzs: this Reaſon given, Thar Chritt's natural bo- 
dy is not there, becanſe ut i againſt the truth of Chriſf's natural body to 
be (which ſeems all one as it it faid, Chriſt's natural body cannot 
.S@ be) at oe time iz more places than one. But if they hold the natu- 
Iral body to be there, as well as in heaven; this its.being there (tho 
there #2040 202 naturals) overthrows this Reaſon, by its being ſtill 
in two places the {ſame time, in one, modo paturals ; in the other, 
modo non naturali, 
| Tothe 2d. Obſervable, zhe Reaſon given. It may be faid allo, 5. 50. 
{That it is againit the truth of Chriſt's natural Body to be modo a+ The 24. Li- 
3 {#4 417, or ad modum corporis nataratis, 1n more places than one at rams = 
7; once ; but yet that , modo von vatarali, it might by the divine dy nec in 
JI power be rendredin divers places at once: and therefore: that this 97 places 
I catural Body (ab/o/ute/y ſpeaking) is not denied to be alſo in the 1, nw. 
 F Euchariſt, and notonly in Heaven. th, 
- 7, But hereallo firit, I do-not {ee any truth in ſuch a gloſs, for 5. 51. 
{chat which hath;been {aid before 5. 27- ., For if (it not implying a 
© | true contradictipn) God by his divine. power can make the eſſence 
Por lubſtance of a body to be in more places or #6/'s than one at 
| Once ; 
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once; he can make all the ſame properties or qualities thereof to bs 
ſo too, For i ſee not how there can be more difficulty or contradi- 


<tion, to make one and the tame quantity or quality to be in two: 


places at once, than to make one and the ſame natural ſubſtance : 
nor why more, to make the ſame natural ſubſtance of a body to bt 
cireumſcriptive in two places, than the ſame Angel definitive ; bot 
of theſe being finite, and having certain limits of their efſence, ou 
of which their eſſence naturally 1s not. 

2. Admitting this Glols tor true, as alſo that made upon the fir 
Obſervable, s. 48. yet T ſee not how theſe two aſſertions in the De 
claratioa ($. 4.5.) if they be thus underſtood, can aford any foun- 
dation for the 3d. aflertion for which they are urged, viz. That xo 
Adoration is due to Chriſt's natural Body as being in the Euchari# : 
which natural Body being granted by theſe gloſſes to be:there, tho 
not after a naturai manner, yet can he no leſs, for this, an obje& 0 
Adoration. 

c 3. To the 3d. Obſervable concerning Adoration, it may be ſaid : 
The 3”. That Azoration to Chriſt's Body, as really and eſſentially preſent in the 
; Euchariſt, is not denied ; but only as to any corporal preſence of. it 


AKL3tio1N 


_ Adoruid there, (which ſeems allo to be the cauſe, that the Revivers of this 


nor denicd : k 
to Chit Rubrick changed here the words of the former, [No Adoration 


Lody as re ought to be done to the real ard eſſential] into [No Adoration ought 


1 ef 
rid to be done to the corporal preſence.) 
bur only as TI, Yet methinks here alſo firſt, they ſhould have more clearly 


1 expreſſed this, to prevent ſuch a miſapprehenſion. 2. Adoration 
6. 54, being granted due in one way, as not due in another ; and Chriſt's 
natural Body being granted preſent one way, as not preſent in an- 
other : me thinks the former ſhould have bin expreſſed as much or 
more, than the latter ; and the whole frame of the Declaration 
have bin changed thus, according to the true meaning of thoſe 
who received it ; viz © That Adoration 1s intended and ought to 
© be done, tho not to the Sacramental bread and wine there bodily 
* received, becauſe the Sacramental bread and wine remain ſtill in 
* their very natural ſubſtances, and therefore may not be adored ; 
© yet ought to be done to the real and efſential preſence of Chriſt's 
* natural Aeſh and blood: becauſe the natural Body and Blood 0 
© our Saviour Chriſt are not only in Heaven, but alſo truly in the 
© Euchariſt ; it being not againſt the truth of Chriſt's natural Bo- 
* dy, (ifnot after a zatural manner, yet) in its true reality and el- 
© ſence, after ſome other manner effected ſupernaturally by divine 
© power, to be at one time 1n more places than one. 


Laſtly, in oppoſition to the Proreftant Teſtimonies we oe 
uced, 


6. 55. 
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duced, perhaps ſome other may be colle&ed out of the ſame Au« 
thors that ſeem to qualify theſe here ſet down, and better to ſuit 
. with the expreſſions of this Declaration. But neither will this af- 
ford any relief. For to free them from a real contradiQion, the 
ſenſe of the others reduced to thoſe here cited will leave all things 
in the ſame ſtate; or elſe the ſenſe of theſe accommodated to 
' others will appear to abett no more than bare Zuinglianiſm, [1. ce. 
an abſolute non-preſence of Chriſt's Body in the Euchariſt, ſave only in 
its vertue, and effetts, and the preſence of his Spirit, &c.] and to op- 
_ and deſtroy the general Tradition and DoQrine of the Fa- 
rhers- | 


EI 


IS "5 


o* 


| For their AvoraTiow of the Body and 
Blad of our LORD, 


$2 


in the Holy Sacrament of the 
EUCHARIST. 
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| .. P ee neat 5S..$. 1. 
5 . Catholick-A4ſſertions. 5. 1. 


Preſuppoſitions.. 5. 1- 4 
r. Of « Precept of giving Divine Worſpip to our Lord: F.1. 


2, Of owr Lord's whole an on its my where his Body 
is. $.2. 


3. Of this Divize Perſon being ſupremely adorable where ever 
his Body is : Granted by Proteſtants. $. 3. 
Not only in Virtue, but I © $« 


4. That this Preſence of our Lord's Body and Blood is by 
** Proteſtant: affermed in the Euchariſt ; and that this Bo- 
ay ic then tobe morſbigped with ſupreme Adoration. g. 5: 


$5 Further affirmed ; That C briſt's Body and Blood ave pre: 
> bf not only to the worthy, Communicant, but ta the Sym-- 
. bots ; and: whilſt preſent are ta be adored. f.7. 


'6. 'G7 intel 'Þ Daill>, That tho he and his beliene. ot Chriff's: 
Body Te in the ſigns, yet. they , As th's,. Ons: not 
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Contents., 
Catholick 4ſſertions. 


1. 4 Sign or Symbol to remain after Conſecration diftink 
from the thing ſignified. 6. 9. h | 
This external Sigh to be all, that which « perceptible by the ſen 


of the Bread and Wine ; thonot their Subſtance. 5. 10. || 


_ 
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2. The word Sacrament to be taken. not always in the [a 
ſenſe, but ſometimes for the Sipn or Symbol; ſometimt 
for the thing ſignified. $. 11. | 1 


3. Catholicks ground Adoration,. not. on Tranſubſtantiatic , 
(which, 44 alfa Conſubſantiation, involves it) but on Re 


Preſence with the Symbols :.- maintaining Maddy ation-tue 


tho Chriſt's Body were 4d eſent, neither under the Accident, 
of Bread (as Catholicks ſay) ; nor under the Subſtand 
5 Bread (ﬆ Lutherans ſay; hut ofter fome other tnknom 


manner diſtin from both, $..179s. _' 4 oo 


| 4+ Suppoſing (not granting) Tranſabſtantiation an error, yet 
Corporal or Real Preſence held by the Lutheraws be true, 
_ - Cathohths plead rheir Ador ation warrantable. d. x8: 


s. Swppoſſng Real preſente an on and the Lutheran az 


Roman Church both miſtaken ; yet theſe latter, in ſuch A 
doration, a excuſable from Tdolatry, as the other. 5. 19. 


6. Suppoſing both the former Opinions errors, and (indeed) 
Preſence of Chrift's bony with the Symbols at all; yet ſud 
Adoration by the one, or the other of Chriſt {who is a tri 
objett of /n'reme Atorntion, and only m:ftaken by them # 
be where he is not ) cannot be termed Juch Idblatry, as is the 
profeſſed worſhipping of an Objet? not at all adorable. 5. 21 

7. Whatever Wolatry it is called ip a” 
Chrift in the" Sin; 0r\YÞ an 1] 4! 
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of their apprehending Chriſt preſent in the Enchariſ, tho 
poſſibly miſtaken in it, they are to be excuſed from Idolatry, 
on the ſame termes. $. 22. 


Catholicks Grounds for their Belief. 


i. Divine Revelation. $. 24. : | 

2. The Declaration thereof by the fupremeſt Church- 4u- 
thority in Councils. $. 25. 

3. The Teſtimony of Primitive Times. $. 26. 

4. The Univerſal doftrine and prattice of the later, both” 
Eaſtern and Weſtern Churches.. $. 27, 

5. Proteſtant-Concefions. þ. 28. 


8. For theſe Grounds given by Catholicks,. Idolatry by many 
Proteitants of late but faintly charged upon the Church of 
Rome. $. 30. T5 


9. Catholicks grant, That to adore what is believed to be 
Bread , or perform the external ſigns of Adoration to our 
Lord as preſent there, where the W orſb; per believes he is: 


aot, is unlawful to be done by any whilſt 0 perſs waded.. F. 33-- 
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ADoraTiON of Chriſt's Body and Blood in 
B the EUCHARIST. 

4 Oncerning the Adoration of Chriſt's Body and Blood , andſo F. r. 
ofhis Divine Perſon, as preſent in the Euchariſt, 1. 1 ſhall 


'B 


ſhew, what in reaſon is or muit be conceded by Proteſtants. 
2. Examine what Catholicks maintain. | 

| I. I ſuppoſe a general precept of giving ſupreme and divine ado- 
ration to onr Lord and Saviour Feſws Chriſt: And, that as Afﬀirma- 
we precepts (ſuch as this is) do not oblige to every time, and 
place ; ſo, if they. are unlimited and general , they warrant the 
lawfulneſs of our pom of them in any time or place * NOT 1s 


Suppopti« . 
073, 


there any need of any particular divine command in reſpect of 
eſe (1.e. places and times,) without which command we may 
mot obey them. {[For, what abſurdities would follow hence ? For, 
was our Saviour, when on earth, never lawfully worſhipped, but 
an place, or time, firſt commanded ? Nor then, when he ſhewed 
and preſented himſelf to them for ſome other purp6ſe, than for 
adoration ? as to teach them, to ſuffer for them, &c. Might not 
the Mag: worſhip him lying inthe Cratch, diveſted of all appear- 
ance of Majeſty, withouta ſpecial command from. God ?] But it is 
ficient to warrant our -praQtice of. them ; if, in reſpe& of ſuch 
time, and place, there be no expreſs prohibition. 
| 2. I ſuppoſe; that, where ever the Body of our Lord is, there is 
bis whole perſon; it being no: more ſince his Reſurrection to be'.a = 
dead body, (for Chriſt dreth no more, Rom. 6.9.) ; but having the 
voul' joyned with it: as likewiſe, everfince the Incarnation ,. hav- 
g alſo its hypoſtafis or ſubſiſtence from the Divinity joyned with 1t; 
even when it was in the Grave, and the Soul ſevered from it. . 
3. I ſuppoſe, itisa.thing granted alſo by learned Proteſtants, 
that, where ever this Body of our Lord is ago; there this Divine 
Perſon is ſupremely adorable : As the Divinity every where - re{ent 


WF wevery where adorable, and may be:ſo adored 1n the pre nee or 
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Concerning the Adoration of the Euchariſt, 
| before any of his Creatures ; if ſuch adoration bedireQ&ed to hing 
not #t,(as, when I ſee the Sun riſing, I may lawfully fall down og 
my knees, and bleſs the Omnipotent Creator of it ; and ſee x Cor 
14.2442 5.) _ I fay,but not, muſt : for, where there is only ſuch 
a.general preſence of the Divinity, as is in every time, place, and 
thing ; here our Adoration may and muſt be diſpenſed with, as. tq 
fome times, and places. © | ST \_ 
. None likewiſe can deny, that the Humanity of our Lord alſo, 1 
a notion abſtractive from the Divinity perſonally united to its gs 
truly adorable ; tho this with a worſhip not exceeding that due ta 
a Creature.. | ] 
[For the lawfulneſs of Adoration, where ever is ſuch a preſence 
ofithe perſon of our Lord, ſee Biihop Azdrews, Reſp. ad Apol. p. 1953 
& Chriſtus ipſe Sacrament res. [ ſive} in & cum Sacramento, five 
6 extra & ſine Sacramento, ubi-ubi eſt, adoranduseſt. ; 
Apo'.des _ Thus alſo Daill?, Apol. des Eglis: Reform. c.1o. (who,in pitching 
Felis: Re. eſpecially on this point, Adoration of the Euchariſt, as hindring the 
#vim.c.10. Pyoteſtantslonger ſtay in the Roman Communion, hath in this 
Piſcourſe, and-in two Replies. to Chaumoxt made afterward in de- 
fence of it, diſcuſſed it more particularly than many others) in an: 
{wer to S. Ambroſeand S. Auſtin their adoring the fleſh-of Chriſt 
in the Myfteries. —*The Humanity of Jeſu Chriſt (ſaith. he, 
perſonally united tothe Divinity, is by conſequence-truly and pro- 
*perly adorable. And again © © They only adored. Feſus Chriſt-u 
*the.Sactament ; which 1s the thing we agree to.. And zb;d..p. 294 
«We do willingly adore . Jeſus Chrift, who is preſent in the Sacra 
*ment, namely by Faith in the-heart of the Communicants,. &«, 
And {ce Dr. Sti/L;mgfleet. in his Romap. Tod. c. 2: p..114. — The 
3 Queſtion (faith -he} between us, is not whether the perſon-.of 
.x _ * Chrift is to be worſhipped with Divine worſhip, for that we frees 
k. $ - acknowledg.” And altho the humane-nature-of Chriſt, of i 
*ſ{elf, can yeild us no ſufficient reaſon for adoration [he muſt mean, 
* Divine |: yet being conſidered as- united: to- the. Divine Nature 
*rliat cannot hinder, the ſame Divine worſhip+being given to his! 
Perſon; which-belongs to his Divine Nature; any. more. than. they 
<Robes of a Prince can take off from the honour due unto hims 
Tho how. well that which he ſaith: before, bid. g. 2. (as-it ſeems, 
again({t- worſhipping Chriſt ſuppoſed preſent in the- Euchariſt, MW. 
without a ſpecial command to do 1t) conſiſts with what he ſaith. 
here, and with what follows, let him look toit.]: -,* 
#-5- 4..It is affirmed by many Proteſtants, eſpecially-thoſe of the 


Rn. 1.. Church of Exglazd, that this Body and Blood of our Lord mans iF: 
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C oneerning the Adoration of the Enchariſt. 
ſept, not only in virtue ; bit in ſubſtance in the Euchariſt, either with 
the Symbols immediately upon the Conſecration; or atleaft ſo, as 
po be received ia the Eucharift, together with.the- Sy ls, by e- 
pery-worthy Communicant : and that this Body and' Blood of our 
Lord, which is not ſevered from his Perfon, : is then'to. be worſhip- 
Ed with:ſupreme Adoration. T7 Cot US THOUS 
þ. {See 1. for a ſab/tantiat preſence.of Chrift's body in the Euchas 
fiſt, 4 mean at leaft ro' the worthy Receiver, contradiſtinCt to a 
Prelence by eff only, influence, virtue, grace, or the Holy Spirit, 
niting us to Chriſt's Body in heaven) Dr. Taylor of Real Preſexce, 
p12. < Whenthe word Rea/ (faith he} is denied [5. e. by Proteſt< 
eunts, 4s it was in King Edward's time] the word Real is:taken for 
ENNatural, [ i.e. as he explains it p. 5. tacluding not only the nature of the - 
body, for that ts the ſubſtance; but the corporal and natural manner of 
Ks exiitence: he goes on;] © But the word ſub/tartialiter is allo 
Luſed by Proteſtants in this queftion , which I ſuppoſe may be the 
Hame with that which 1s inthe! Article 'of Trent 3, \Sutramentaliter 
| preſens Satvator ſubſtantia ſua nobis adeſt ; inſubſtaxce , but after a 
Aacramentakmanner..' See the Confeſhon of Beza, and the French 
rroteſtants| (related 'by 'Hoſpiniar, hiſt. facram. part. ulte p. 251.) 
+Fatemur in coena Domininon modo omania:Chriſti beneficia , ſed 
Fipſam etiam Filii hominis /zbftartiam, ipſam, inquam, veram car» 
nem verunm ithum fanguinem, quentfudit pro nobis, mon ſigni» 
ficari duntaxat, aut ſymbolict, typic, vel figurat> proponi'tan« 
quam abſentis memoriam ; ſed-vers ac certo reprzſentari,-exht- 
beri, & applicanda offerri,. adjunQis ſymbolis. minimenudis, fed 
tquz (quod. ad Deum ipſum promittentem & offerentem attinet}. 
ſemper rem __—_ ver8'aC:certd -conjunifam habeant z five fideti- 
*bus, five-infidelibus- proponantnr. oor ob rt) 
- Again, Beze Epilt.68. ſpeaking againſt A/wmanmnu,' and\fome: o-' 
hers, who-oppoſed a /#b#antial preſence; © Volunt (faith he) ex” 
Gallica ConfeſlioneT Art. 36; ]'& Liturgia' [Catech.' Din. $3] ex-' 
-pungi /ub#antie-vocem,; 1dcirco de induſtria paſiim a Calvino & a 
-me ulurpatam, ut corun'calumni&:occarreremus, qui-nos clam 
-tartÞpro reSacramentt non ipſurn Chriſtum, ſed ejus duntaxat do- 
Fna 8&energiamyportre. ' And Fyif:'5he argues thus againſt the: 
ame Alemannits. —©Velim-igitur te imprimis intueri Chriftt-ver- 
Fba-; Hbc off corpus meum, quod pro vobis traditur , % Hic eff ſanguis' 
"ens qui pro vobis funditirr, —Age pro' his vocibus Corpas & San 

Ems, dicamus; Hoc eft eficacia mortis'mex-, quz' pro vobis tradt- 
FF tur ; Hice!lt Sp7#/7w meus' qui-pro vobis effundirur : Ouid 1nep- 
*F*tius elt hac oratione-? Namicerte verba-illa, Quod pro vobis Frunz> 
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Concerning tye: Adoration of the Exrchariſt, 

* fur, &: {Qui pro vobis fanditar, neceilario thuc te adigunt; utde ips 
*ſamet Corporis & Sanguinis/#bftantiz hoc-intelligere cogaris. | 
See Hooker, Eccleſ. Pol. 5.1. 67. J.p. 357. *Wherefore ſhould the 

© world continue ſtill diſtracted and rent with fo marſifold-conte 
tons ; when there remaineth now no controverſy, ſaving only 
_ <about the ſubject, where Chriſt is? —Nor doth-any thing re a 
<doubtful in this, but whether, when the -Sacrament- is: tain 
<{tred, Chriſt: be whole within. man only; or elſe his Body and 
© Blood be alfo externally ſeated in the very conſecrated elements 
* themſelves ? [But 4 great . controverſy Janey there would be beſide 
this, if the one party held © hriſf”s Body. lubſtantially, and the other 
virtuallyzpreſext.] Again-p. 360. -—* All three opinions do thus 
* fir accord. one &c. That theſe holy myſteries, received in due 
< manner,do.inftrumentally both make us partakers of that Body! 
* and Blood, which were given .for the life of the world ; and be: 

| fidesalfo impart unto us , even in true and real, tho myſtical, man- 
© ner, 'the-very'Perſon of our Lord himſelf, whole, perteQ, and en 
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_ +,» Thus alſo Biſhop Andrews, Reſp. ad Apol. Bell. 1:cap.p. 11. Nos 
bis vobiſcumde'Otjefoconvenit, de Modo lis omnis eſt. [But there 


would be a: 4s concerning the ObjeQ, if one affirmed the ſub/arce 
of the Body there, the 2 only the virtxe, or efficacy.] 
-' See Biſhop Coſins his late ZiſforiaTranſubH entiationis, tit. cap. 2; 
© Proteftanttum omniutconſenſus de real, 1d eſt, vera, ({ed non 
Ccarnali) Prafentia Chriſti in -Euchariftia manifeſte conſtat. And 
in proof of this p. 10. he quotes Poizet Biſhop of Wincheſter, his Dia 
latticon de weritate, natura, atque ſubſtantia __— & Sanguinis 
Chriiti im Euchariſtia.; * quod (faith. he} non. atio confilio edidit, 
© quam ut fidem.'& dofrinam Ececlefiz Anglicans illuſtratet. Er 
* primo .oftendit-Eacharitiam non folum figuram efle Corporis Domi3 
© ni; fed etiam ipſam veritatem, naturam, atque ſubſtantiam in ſe 
© comprehendere ; idcirconec has voces Nature & Subſtantie fugi 
*pjendas eſſe ; Veteres enim de hoc Sacramento difſerentes ita 10+ 
*cutos fuiſſe. Secundo querit, an voces itllx, /eritas, Natura, & Sub-) 
C fantia, communi more in' hoc ?myſterio.a veteribus 1otelligeban- 
<tur ; an peculiari & Sactamentis magis accommodata. ratione ?! 
© Neque enim obſervandum efle ſolum, quibus verbis olim Patres| 
© uſi ſunt; fed quid iſtis ſignificare ac docere voluerint. Et licet-diſ- 
**crimen ipfe cum Patribus agnoſcat, inter Corpus Chriſti formam! 
* humani corporis naturalem habens, & quod"in Sacramento eſt Cor! 
” £0us myfticum ; maluit tamen diſcrimenillud ad modum preſentie 81 


' exhibitionis, quam ad ipſam rem, hoc eſt, Corpus Chriſti verum ac-P'v 
commodarl ;4 
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Coneerning the Ador ation of the Encharij?.” 


Lf commodari ;- cum cerriffimum fit, non aliud Corpus in Sacramen- 
IE to fidelibus dari, nif1 quod a Chriſto pro fidelium ſalute in mortem 
he{-traditum fuit. Thus he, juſtifying Poznrr's expreſſions ſpeaking 
an the language of the Fathers. . p. 43. —© Non dicimus (faith 
| he).in hacſacra Cana nos tantum eſſe participes fruQtus mortis, 
.& paſſionis Chriſti ; ſed fundum ipſum-cum fruQibus, qui ab ip- 
ſoad-nos redeant, conjuagimus ; afſerentes cum Apoſtolo , 1 Cor. 
© 10.16, Panem quem frangimus eſſe woor'es Corporis Chriſti, & Pocu- 
f lum Sanguinis ejus communicationem ; 1mo in eadem illa ſubſtantia, 
fquam accepit in utero Virginis, & quani ſ{urſum in ccelos 1n- 
E vexit ; in hoc tantum a Pontificus diſſidentes, quod illi manduca- 
Etionem hanc & conjunaionem corporaliter fieri credunt ; nos 
non-naturali aliqua ratione, aut modo corporali ; ſed tamen tam 
yere, quam fi naturaliter autcorporaliter Chriſto conjungeremur. 
Here I underſtand his non modo corporalli zot to exclude Corpus Do- 
min1, or non ratione natural! fo exclude natura rei, or the thing it ſelf; 
but only to ſignify, that the :Body 1s preſent, not after a corporal 
manner, or with the dimenſions and other common qualities of a 
Body ; which thing indeed Catholicks alſo affirm.) 
- He ſeems alſo to grant, this ſubſtantial Preſence to be with the 
Symbols, after Conlecration, on the Table, and before communi- 
cating. Por p. 64. for this he quotes the Conc. Nicer. © Sublata in 
altum mente per fidem conſideremus, propont in facra illa menſa 
Agnum Det tollentem peccata mundi. And p. 43. —©< Quoniam 
ſaith he) res fignificata nobis offertur & exhibetur tam vere quam 
figna ipſa ; ea ratione ſignorum cum Corpore & Sanguine Domi- 
# ni conjunctionem agnoſcimus ; & mutata efle elementa dicimus 
inuſum alium ab eo quem prius habuerunt. [1. e. to be now con- 
yoyred with, and to exhibit to ws this Body of our Lord: which conjun- 
on he ſaith p. 45. is made per omnipotentiam Dei.] So he faith 
$4. —* Non queritur, An Corpus Chriſti a Sacramento ſuo, jux- 
ta mandatum ejus inſtituto ac uſurpato, abſit ; quod nos Prote- 
ſtantes & Reformati nequaquam dicinus aut credimus. Nam 
cum 4bi detur:& ſumatur, omnino oportet ut adit ; licet Sacra- 
# mento {uo quaſi'conteftum fit, & bi, ut in ie eſt, conſpict neque-. 
at.. Andp. 125. —© Fierienim (/aith he) de Elemento Sacramen- 
ftum [ which ſurely is done inthe Confecration | nec conliltere Sa-- 
*cramentum {ine Re Sacramenti, firmiter- tenent... And. this. cox- 
junttio Corporis Chriſti p. 35. he affirms to be_made in receiving 
the Sacrament, not only cum 4rima, JF etiam cum corpore noſtro. | 
FF Laſtly, the modus of this true Prelence of the Body of -our Lord- 
Ft the l1gns or ſymbols in the Sacrament, whenas it FONAINE in 
7 | | ea- 
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2. . Comeerning the Adoration of the Enchariſt, | 

heaven till our Lord's ſecond coming, he makes, as others, to be /»n*f 
 effabilis, imperſerut abiſtsnon ratione inquirendus aut indagandus. p.36 

© — Nos vero hunc modum [preſextie Chriſti in Euchariſtia] fate- 

© mur cum Patribus efle ineffabilem, atque imperſcrutabilem, hoc 

* eſt, non ratione inquirendum, aut indagandum ; ſed ſola fide cres 

<dendum. Etfi enim videtur incredibile an tanta locorum'diſtantia! 

© penetrare ad\nos Chriſti carnem, ut nobis ſit in cibum-3 meminiſſe 

*< tamen oportet , quantum ſupra ſenſus noſtros emineat Spiritus 

© SanQi virtus; &quam ſtultum fit ejus immenſitatem modo noſtro 

'© metiri velle. Quod ergo.mens noſtra non comprehendir, concipi-; 

<at fides. - [The like to whicheſle incffabilem, & ſupra ſenſus, Catho+ 

tholicks ſay of the {ame Preſence of our Lord in the Euchariſt in tanta 

logorum dittantia, whrlſ? alfo at the wery ſame time it is in heaven.] 

And thus Lanfrak long ago in his anſwer to Berengarins, (who 

contended, that Chriſt: corps calo devocari non poterit,) quoting the! 

words of St. Andrew a little before his paſſion: —© Cum vero inf 

* terrisicarnes'ejus ſunt comeſtz, & vere ſanguis ejus fit. bibitus'z: 

* ipſe tamen uſque in tempora reſtitutionis omnium' in coeteſtibus 

* ad dextram Patris integer ſemper perſeverat & vivat. ' © Si queris! 

* (faith he.) modum quo id fieri poſlit ; breviter ad przſens reſpon- 

©deo, Myſterium eſt fidet : credi falubriter poteſt,. veſtigari utilis 

© ter non poteſt. See alſo the Gallicay Confeſhon produced by 

this Biſhop, p. 23. where they ſay, Chriſtus-in-cetis manfurus 

© donec' veniat ; ard yet nutriens & vivificans nos Corporis 8 San+! 

« gvinis ſui ſubſtantia, | 1.6. i7 the Sacrament : | that Hoc myſterium! 

©noſtre'cum Chriſto coalitionis tam ſublime eſt, ut omnes nofſtros! 

© ſenſus, totumque adeo ordinem nature fuperet. In all theſe then 

< doth not the incomprehenſibility and: ſupernaturality of this My+} 

ſterylyein this, that the one Body of our Lord ſhould be ationce'1t 


two places, viz. preſent at 'the ſame time in Heaven,” and to- us 


here in the Sacrament? And yet this Biſhop ſeems'to-find-ſome? 
trouble init to make any other unexplicable or unintelligible my-! 
ſtery in the Carholicks 'Tranfubſtantiation , ſave only this. See p.! 
122, For the! ceaſing of -the ſubſtance of the Elements by/God's 
Omnipoteney he allows very teiſible ; and then; the” Adduction'of} 
Chriſt's Body (preexiſtent) in the place'of their fubſtqnce, labours} 
under no other difficulty, ſave this,” this Body its being at once in! 
twoplaces, - here and im heaven : nor, having twice*mentioned? 
ſuch a Sacramental Preſence -of our Lord, -hath- he replied'any 
thingagainſtit,. but" that thus the term of Tran/ubftantiatron is not} 
! rightly applied toſuch-an Adduttion; which 15 a Logomachy.' Put i 
- this ſeems the difficuky and: incomprehenſibility that hte , 
5 +1 ano 4 


pu fr © if ” - * A Pp. ax p 4 © G Y 4 
0s: 1 DS; » ” Ret z EE LOR IT AT > "6" Pa oh ED CE SEL ag] > ws CL” T5, Cre ws * 
#iZ 155," ob wt EAN a ab Ie Mr SEES 4 SEC wy 5 87 FT OY : , 
Sig es,” "I tos (he WF Es x RB 06, xe le 3% Coe *y7 5 5% 
Nw IP "BY RE pena ont nh] es RS. SH . p 3%... x we WE * of 
. Ws C 4. * - "Ys ry 4 & 


* . Concerning the Adoration of the Euchariſt. 
\Walſo confeſs.in their Sacramental Preſence of our Lord i tanta. loco 
ir am diſt antia paſcentis nos in Enchariſtia vera Corporis ſui praeſentia & 
fubſtantie. | | 
[- Laſtly, after this Biſhop, with others, hath ſo far conformed to 
the expreſſions and language of the Fathers, as to allow an Eſſen- 
tial or Subſtantial preſence of Chriſt's body, it ſeems he finds ſome 
of theſe expreſſions alſo ſo far to advance toward a ſubſtantial 
tranſmutation of the Elements, as that he faith p. 113. —© Non 
$abauimus, nonnulla apud Chryſoſfommm alioique Patres-inveniri, 
£quz emphatice, immo vero Hyperbolice de Euchariſtia prolata 
f ſunt : Er quz, nifi dextre capiantur, incautos homines facile in er- 
E rores abducent. Ad below : © Sanctiſlimi Patres quo hzc audito- 
Frum animis vehementius & efficacius imprimerent, de Typis, 
# tanquam (i efſent ipſa Antitypa, Oratorum more. multa enunci- 
Fant. And again, p. 117. S1 verba [7. e. of fome of the Fathers] ni- 
# mis rigide urgeantur abſque intellectu Sacramentalt ; nihil aliud: 
ex iis colligi poteſt, quam Panem & Vinum proprie & realiter:-ip-- 
 fum Chriſti Corpus & Sanguinem efle 5 quod ne ipfi quidem 
Tranſubſtantiatores admittunt. Where he granting the expreſ- 
bons. of ſome of the Fathers ſo high as to tranſcend the aflertions 
pf Catholicks, or Tranſubſtantiators ;. whoſe aſſertions again'tran-- 
end thoſe of Proteſtantsn this Myſtery : it ſeems not reaſonable, . 
hat he ſhould:after this depreſs and extenuate their meanings, to 
puntenance and comply rather with that opinion that is farther 
iſtant from their exprefſions. Neither will the ſame Fathers cal-- 
ing, in other places, the Elements ſymbols and ſigns of Chriſt's Bo-- 
Iy , (as he pleadethp.116.) afford himthat relief he ſeeks for from- 
t.. For ſince the Catholicks as well as-Proteſtants do firmly main-- 
SWain-and profeſs an external Symbol as well as the thing {ignified. 
Wn the Euchariſt, v4z. all that 1s perceived by our {enſes, and. that 
$ viſible, guſtable, or tangible, of rhe Elemerts ;. as the Proteſtants. 
ontend this Symbel. to be not only theſe,. but the very ſubſtance: 
Ind nature of the Elements allo : here it will be found:that theſe 
ntences of the Fathers do ſuffer much leſs force and:torture, if 
nderſtood according to the /ymbols ſuppoſed by Catholicks, than: 
hat by Proteſtants.. For example, the Biſhop * hath mentioned + ,, ,.... 
hat paſſage of the ancient Author de Czna. Domini in S. Cyprian's* 
works : the words are theſe ; — © Panis iſte,quem Dominus diſci-- 
pulis porrigebat:,. non effigie ſed natura mutatus, . Omnipotentia 
Verbi faQtus eſt caro : & ſicut in perſona Chriſti Humanitas ap- 
FF parebat, & latebat Divinitas ; ita Sacramento viſibilt ineffabiliter? 
,Fd:vina ſe effudit efſentia: Here, I fay, if the Sacramentum _, 
is a : 
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"Concerning the Adoration of the Euchariſt, MN 
and the external Symbol be taken in this Biſhops way,for ſub/tanrii 
or-naturs pants, all is extremely, forc't, and confounded ; and ſo hy 
1s driven to expound it, that by 2u#atio nature paris is meant onl: 
mutatio uſas * ;, the change of which uſe of the Bread alſo ſeem 
no object of God's Omnipotence. But the Symbol or Sacramen 
being taken for ſuch as the Catholicks make it, wiz. for the exte| 
nal Efigzes or Senſibles of the Bread, all is good ſenſe and coherenj 
and nothing ſtrained ; and the Omnipotentia Verbi rightly applie 
to the wutatio nature panis: as God's Omnipotency may be ob 
ſerved in the Fathers to be frequently yrged, not only in relatiof 
to the preſence of our Lord's body and blood there, but alſo to thi 
tran{mutation of the Elements there, whilſt the exteriors of ther 
ſtillremain. _ But now 1n the laſt place, ſuppoſing the natar 
Paris toremain, which the Father ſaith is changed, yet ſo long af 
theſe Divines maintain according to the doctrine of the Father 
a ſubſtantial preſence of our Lord's Body in- the Euchariſt, and 
that with the Symbols, (as he ſaith p- 45. Sacramento ſuo quaſi con 
tefFum) ; tho they will not admit ſuch a Symbol as the Catholick: 
anda Tranſubſtantiation of the Elements : yet they muſt (if com 
plying with the Fathers) at leaſt confeſs ſome Kind of Conſubſtani 
tiation or conjunction of the ſubſtances of Chriſt's Body and of thg 
Elements in the Euchariſt ; to which opinion the ſayings of thi 
Fathers conſtrained Lxther, as he often profefleth. _ Mean while i 
it beasked, why ſuch a Conſubſtantiation is declined by Cath 
licks? their an{wer is ready ; v4z. becauſe the greateſt Council. 
that have bin held ſucceſſively in the Church-Catholick, upon anc 
ſince the agitation of this controverſy, have frequently and con 
ſantly ſtated and delivered, that the Scriptures, as underſtood and 
expounded by the Fathers and Church-T radition, declare a Tranj 
{ubſtantiation ; in the Judgments of which Councils Catholicks 
hold it their Duty to acquieſce. This of a Subſtantial preſence aff 
ſerted by 1% y-aogo#þ | 
2. Next, for Adoration too of this Body , as there preſent eithel 
with the Symbols upon their C 'onſecration, or at leaft to all wor: 
thy receivers ſee the ſame Biſhop Azdrews , ib.c.8.p. 195 ; when 
to what Bellarmin had ſaid, © Inter novitia & nupera'dogmata pd. 
* nit Adorationem Sacramenti Euchariſtiz, 1. e. adorationem Chris 
«ſti Domini in Sacramento, miro, ſed vero modo przſentis, he ans 
{wers thus : ©* Sacramenti ait, id eſt, Chriſti Domini 1n Sacramens 
*t0. Rex autem Chriſtum in Euchariſtia vere przſentem, vere & 
* adorandum ſtatuit, rem {cil. Sacramenti ; at non Sacramentums 


And —* Nos vero & in myſteriis carnem Chriſti adoramus; cum 
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Concerning the Adoration «sf the'Encharift. 

' Ambroſio; & non td [1.e. Sacramentum} ſed eum, qui ſuper altare 

Fccolitur, [1.e. Chriftum rem Sacramenti.] Andi uot this res Sacra- 

menti worſbipped as upon the Altar too: with the Symbols there ? 

"Since him, Biſhop Brawhal to the Biſhop of Chalcedon, * asking, , I 
ow the Proteſtants could profeſs to-agree in all Eſſentials of Rel1i- con. _ 
pion with the Roman Church, icehebig held to be an idolatrous «© x. $3. © 3 
Ehurch, ze. in worſhipping the Sacrament as their God ? thus re- 
plics-:: © The Sacrament is to be adored, ſaid the Council of Trent: 
#The Sacrament, i.e. formally the Body and' Blood of Chriſt, ſay. 

F{ome of your Authors, [where he quotes Bellarmin de ſacramento, 4.1. 

29.6.] weſay the ſame. [So Cardinal Bellarmimand Biſhop Bram- 

hal are agreed about this Adoration of our Lord in the Euchariſt. | 

'T he Sacrament, 1.e. the ſpecies of bread and wine, ſay others : that 

Ewe deny, and eſteem it to be tdolatrous. Should we charge the 

whole Church with idolatry for the error of a party?  _©. 

- The lame conceſſion with the ſame diſtinction makes the 
Irench-Proteſtant Divine Daille, in his ſecond Reply to Chanmozt, 

;'29. © There 1sa vaſt difference between fo adore the Sacramept, 

and to adore Jeſws Chriſt in the Sacrament, or1n the Myſteries. 

F-— The later of theſe we freely do, fince we believe him God blef- 

ed for ever together with the Father. And afterward, in an- 

{wer to the Fathers: © They ſpeak (faith he) of the fleſh of Je- 

ſus Chriſt in-the Myſteries, (of which we do not conteſt the Ado- 

ration.,,). and not of the Euchariſt. And azain : © They only a- 

.dored Jeſus Chriſt in the Sacrament, which is the thing we agree 

o. And in his Apology, ch.=p: he faith, concerning the Body of 

Chriſt if in the Sacrament , © That it is evident, that one may, 

andthat one ought to worſhip it ; ſeeing that the Body of Chriſt 

is a ſubject adorable. And cþap:: 10. he grants upon Adorate ſca- 

elm, —<&. That the faithfulcait down themſelves before the Ark 

to adorethe Lord-there , where: the Divine Service was particu- 

darlj: joyned toithe place where the Ark was. | Dr. Taylor *ſaith,' # Real pro 
concerning -the:aCtion of: Adoration , —* Itis a fitaddreſs in the [7 55 | 
rdayioÞSolemaity. with a-/ur/v corde, with our hearts lift up to. 
heaven, where Chriſt ſits (We are- ſure). at the right hand. of the 

Exthet. For, memo:;digne manducatynifi prims adoraverit,&c. [ which, 

ightly underftood; means illud quod mazxdxcat,]. i Here the Dottor 

Hows: adoring:.1n the Sacrament Chriſt;as in heaven. But .1t 

Ghritt's Body-Cand-{ſo himſelf in a ſpecial manner) be ſubſtantia 

ypreſent: in the: Euchariſt, here 00 Earth;; why notadore him, 

Sotonly::as'+n heaven, but as preſent Here ? See elſewhere Real 
WPre/-ni 1444 wherehe faith, © " worſbip the fleſh of Chrift 
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Concerning the Adoration of the Euchariſt. 
+in' the: Myſteries exhibiting it*to our. ſouls. NES OY 
Sec Spalatenſis de rep.Eccleſ.d.1.6. 11. $7.6. — © Silecundum ves 

fritatem qui digne ſamirſacramenta corporis8& ſanguinis Chriſty 
; +ille vere & realiter corpus & ſanguinem Chriſti, ine corporaliter 
© mod9tamen quodam fſpirituali, miraculoſo, & imperceptibili fu 

©mit; .omnis digne communicans adorare poteſt & debet. eorpug 

* Chriſti quod recipit. [Ts then the worthy Communicant to. worſbi; 
but not the unworthy ; becauſe Chriſt's body is there preſent to the one, 

bat zot to the other ? } * Non quod lateat corporaliter in pane, aut 

* fub pane, aut ſub ſpeciebus & accidentibus panis; ſedquod quan 

©do digne ſumivur panis ſacramentalis, tunc etiam ſumitur cum 

pane Chriſti © corpus reale, il1t communioni reahliter--preſens 

Thus Spalaterſis. 2; 3. JJ 

And ſo Biſhop Forbes, de Euchar. 2.1. 2.c. 9.6. —*© An Chriftus 

*in Euchariftia fit adorandus Proteſtantes ſaniores non dubitant 

In ſumptione enjm Euchariſtiz (ut utar verbis Archiepiſcopi Spa: 

©/atenſis) adorandus eſt Chriſtus vera latria, ſiquidem corpus: eus 

© vivum, ac glorioſum , miraculo quodam rneffabili digne ſumentt 

* preſens 2ſt ; & hxc adoratio non pani, non vino, non ſumpti+ 

£ oni, non comeſtioni, fed ipſi Corpor: immediate; per 'fumptic 

*Euchariſtiz exhibito, debetur, & perficitur.' ['T hwus then Proteſtants 
allow Adoration to Chriſt's Body and Blood, as ſubſtantially preſent in 

| the Enchariſt, if not to the ſymbols, yet to the worthy recevoer;}——-- +); | 

#7. 5/y. Yet further ; It is affirmed by another party of Proteſtants, 

_* the Lutherans, more exprelly, that Chriſt's body and blood arepre 
ſent not only to the worthy Communicant, but to the conſecrated 
ſpmbols 5 and whillt fo preſent, which is during the: ation of thel* 
Ford's Supper, (z. e. as I conceive them; fromthe Confecrationti 
the end of the Communion) are r9be adoped. © 1 oi} 

[Of which thus Chemnitins, Exam. Conc. Trid: part.2. ſeſſc 136.51 

© ©Deym & Hominem in Divina® humana naturay in aQi0ne Coun 
--  *Dominicz vere & ſ{ubſtantialiter preſentem, un ſpiritu: &wveritate 
. ; adorandum, nemo negat ;- nifiqui cum Sa 


| i cum Sactamentariis vel:negaty 
vel dubitat de preſentiz Chrifti tin cena. | Tb;d, = Et quideny 
*humanam etiamejus naturam, propter unionem cum Divinitate 
(<ffe adorandam; nemonift Neforvanmin-dubiumyorat. —Ita Fol 
"cob Gen, 28. Moſes Exod:'24; K/ia-3 Rep. 19: non habebant ſaneWM® 
©peculiare mandatum, ut'1n 4llis-locis Deum adorarent:. fed quia! 
«Fabebant generale mandatumut Deum ubique adorarent,' & certi 
*erant Deum ſub externis & viſibilibus'ilhs ſymbolis vere adeffe, & WM 4 
* pechliari modo gratiz ſe ibi patefacere ; 'certe Deum ipſum; quenri 
©-1bi przſentem efle credsbant; adorabant, *Nec vero Deum li 4 
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6. . Concerning the Ador ation of the Euchariſt. | 
c you in celo Empyrzo a ſe remotum & abſentem, fed vere prz- 
Eſentem, & quidem peculiari modo gratiz przſentem, adoraruat. 
Thus he. Nor doi know, that the Calvizxif#s have at any time 
accuſed: their brethren the Lutherans of Idolatry in ſuch a prattice. 
1 find alſo Mr. Thorndike in the like manner clearly maintaining, 
2. 4 preſence of Chriſt's Body with the ſymbols, immediately upon 
conſecration, and. 2. an Adoration due to it. See the farmer in 
Epilog. 1.3.c. 2. and- 3. where p. i7. © T have faid enough (faith 
# he) toevidence the myſtical and ſpiritual preſence of the fleſh 
and blood of Chriſt in the Elements,as the Sacrameat of the ſame, 
* before any man can ſuppoſe that ſpiritual preſence of them tv the 
£ ſoul, which the cating and drinking Chriit's fleſh and blood ſpt- 
'ritually by living faith importeth. And ſee the /atter, 1b. r. 30. 
þ. 350. — © ſappolſe (ſaith he) that the Body and Blood of 
#Chriftmay be adored where ever they are ; and mult be adored 
* by a good Chriſtian , where the cuſtom of the Church, which a 
F Chrittian is obliged to communicate with, requires it. —This'ho- 
# nour [7.e. of worſhipping the body and blood of Chriſt] being the du- 
*ty of an affirmative precept, (which, according to the received 
-rule, ties always ; tho it cannot tye a man to do the duty always, 
# becauſe he then ſhould do nothing elſe:) what remains but a 
£3uft occaſion to make it requiſite, and preſently to take hold and 
© oblige ?- - And is not the preſence thereof in the Sacramentof the 
£ Buchariſt a juſt occaſox preſently to expreſs, by the bodily a& of 
© Adoration, that inward honour, which we always carry toward 
© our Lord Chriſt as God ! —Again p. 35 1.*Not to balk that free- 
£ dom (faith he) which hath carried me to publiſh all this: FT do 
© believe that it was ſo praCtiſed and done [.e. our Lord Chriſt reatly 
© worſbipped in the Encharsft] in the ancient Church, and in the ſym- 
& hols before receiving; which I maintain from the beginning to 
E*havebin the true Chuch of Chriſt, obliging all to conform to it | 
in all things within the-power of it. I know the conſequence to 
Fbe this, That there is no juſt cauſe why it ſhould not be done at 
preſent, but that cauſe which juftifies the reforming of lome part 
<vf the Church without the whole: which, were it taken away, 
<thatit 455 adoration} right be done again, and ought not to be, 
if alone; any cauſe of :diftance' 2. e. between the Churches of . 


- 
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4 Concerning the. Adoration of the Evchariſt, | 
off. communion.with all;thoſe that .hold it. So that, had the Roma 
Church no othererror, fave this, they: freely. confeſs; it had-give: 
them no ſufficient cauſe of ſeparating,.from it : * as ({aith he)-ap 
© + Rats 6 Pears this, that we tolerate and bear with it 1n' the Latheram 
* chin, And again, * for the Adoration of this Body as ſo preſent 'with th 
P 63, Afigns, (when-indeed it 1s:not ſo,). he-ſaith, —© That 1t is only vaulli 
*and unprofitable, andthat, as one may ſay, falls to nothing ;being 
< deceived not in this,. that it makes its addreſſes to an: objet.ng 
«adorable; but in this only, that nuſtaking. it 5 it ſeeks: it,;an 
*thinks to embrace it there where it ts-not. ' And: 6.. 12: he allt 
freely contefſeth, © That, had the Church of Rowe only oblige 
* them to worſhip Je/as:Chriſt in the Sacrament,. and not uſed thi 
© expreſſion, that theſervice .of .Latria ought to be- rendred:yo th 
7 conc. ©Holy Sacrament : *ſhe had not obliged'them by this to adare- 
13-5. Ay creature. Thus he: as it were conſtrained thereto-by tha 
Lutheran Proteſtants opinion and practice, for his retaining thei 
communion, and freeing. them from Idolatry. 2. It 5 range 
alſo, Apol. c. 11. —That when our Lord was on earth, a dilciple? 
giving divine honours, upon miſtake, to another-perfon much re 
embling him, would be no idolatry. - So, ſuppoſing the conſe 
crated Hoaſt were truly adorable, granted, that ſhould any ont 
ſee one on the Altar, that hapned not to be conſecrated, and wo 
{hip it, neither would-ſuch a perſon be guilty of 1dolatry. So he prov 
'nounces him blameleſs that. ſhould give the-honour and ſervicedu 
to his truePrince to a ſubje&t,whonr very like,he took for hisPrince 
Yet that a Manichean worſhipping the Sun,., miſtaken to be the ve! 
ry ſubſtance of Chriſt, ({ee S. Auſtin contra Fauſtuml. 12.6.22. 1.20 
&« 9.) for Chriſt; or (to repreſent the opinton. more refined) wort 
ſbipping with divine honours not the Stﬀny but oaly Chriſt ia the 
Sun, he could not in this be excuſed from Idolatry. And;that that 
which diſtinguiſhes theſe caſes, and renders them ſo different; . is 
not a good intention to worſhip only him that 1s truly, God,. of 
Chrilt ; nor the opinion and behef men have , that the Obyett they 
worſhip is truly ſuch ; for this good intention (as he in that'chap- 
.ter, od other Reformed Writers,and among others Dr. St:lling flee 
 copioully preſs) is common to the-worſt of Idolaters,, asto the reſt 
but the error. or ignorance of the- judgment, from which flows this 
mikaking praQtce ; as that is perverlly afe#ed and culpablezor zm+ 
npeent and -excuſable. - Of which thus be, 7b4d., —*© Lmaintain, 
* that ignorance excuſeth here when it-1s-1nvoluntary ;.when. the: 
* {i abject [ Taal, or the preſence of-it?] we miſtake. in;45 lo concealed, 
*that whatever deſire we have, or. pains-we-.take, to find:out "0 x 
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K Concernits the” Adot ation of the Encharijit; - 13 
aWWtruth, itis not poſſible:for usto. diſcover-it.. . —But there, where 
efWEsbe ignorance of the Objet [or of its preſence] proceeds-not from 
phe obſcurity or difficulty,of the thing,. but from the malice-or 
negligence of the perſon'; this is ſo far from exculing , that it ag- 
hEEeravates our fault. Thus he excuſes-one that ſhould have ado- 
ed: 2 perſon -much reſembling: our Lord, ..or an unconlecrated 
nafoaſk, —© becauſe.no paſſion or negligence of bis cauſed*ſuch a 
1088, miſtake : —but not :thoſe who. worthipped the Sun for, Chri/p, 
n{Mor-Chri// 5a:the Sun.;] —© becaule: (faith he) the 1gnorance of 
'aF-luch people is viſibly afte&ted and. voluntary, ariſing from their 
ea fault only, and not froni the obſcurity of the things they are igno- 
1iantio. Nor ſo Romax-Cathoheks in their worihipping the. Sa- 
bKrament for Chrift ; © beexuſe:({aith he) the error proceeds en- 
aFFtirely from: their paſſion, )and not any thing from abroad. [Thus 
hae, clearing ſuch attions from idolatry, where the error of the judgment 
es 220 way perverſe, voluntary, andentpable.] | £ 
ea Having hitherto ſhewed you ſeveral Conceſſions of Proteſtants, 
and having urged. none. here from any of them,. but ſuch, as TI 
-<MWhink all will, 'or zn reaſon ought, to admit ; next t proceed to ex- 

mine, what it. is-that jn this matter Cathol/icks do maintain. 

.1. And Firſt, Catholicksaftirm inthe Euchariſt, after the Conſe- 9, g.. 

ration, a en or ſymbol to.remain {till diftin& ; and having a di- 4fertioas, 

yerſe. exiſtence from that; of the thing fignified;, or,. from Chriſt's 

Body, contained. in, Or under it. [ See Conc. Trident. ſeſſ. 13. c. 3. 

s Hoc efſe.commuine Euchariſtiz cum alus Sacramentis, ut fit ſym- 

bolum rei ſacrz, -& viſibilis forma - inviſibilis gratiz. By which 

ora wvifibilis (aS Bellarmin.expounds it,. de Exchariſt. 4. 1.6. c.) is 

meant the /pecies of the Elements, not the Body of Chriſt. —So 

Bellarmin.. Euchar. 2.4. 15. c. © Etiam poſt conſecrationem. ſpecies 

Epanis & vini ſunt ſigna.corporis & ſanguinis Chri/ts. 1bi. revera ex+ 

{tentium.— and-3./. 22.c. © Accidentia. remanent ;..quia. ft eti-- 

iam accidentia/abefſent,;'nullum efſet-in Euchariſtia ſignum ſenſi- 

bile ;. proinde-nullum eflet Sacramentum. So EF#ins in 4. ſent. 

FY Wi; - $. ©.Euchariſtia .conſtat ex pane, tanquam. materia 

iquadam partim -tranſeunte, partim remanente.,, tranſeunte. quis 

dem. ſecundum: ſubſtantiams remanente vero, ſecundum. acci- - - - 

'dentia , 1n quibus tgta {ubſtantie vis & operatio nihilominus pers + * * 

feverat; :.. Hence they allow of that expreſſion of TIrenems, 4. 1.34. 

Where he faith, —© Euchariſtiam. ex duabus rebus, terrena. & 

Eceleiti compoſitam effe.. . And of St. Gregory, diad.;4. 1. 58.6,.5 In 

Hhocmyſterio ſumma imis ſociaxi-: terrena caleftibus jungs: unum - 

x;vidbilibusac inviſiþilibus fieri-}- -So that- tho, theſe, Iymbols 
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Concerning the Adoration of the Enchavift. | 

and Chriſt's body may be-ſaid-to make umm arprogatum; yet;if 

this be only the ſpecies or\accidents of the'bread and: wine that ire 

mains, theſe cannot be#aid'to have any inherence-in this Body of. 

Chriſt, (tho it 1s true or the other fide that, being accidents onlyÞ| 

they cannot be{a1d to make a diftinQt ſappoſitum trom it; ) or; ita 
:fubſtance remain, this. cannot'be ſaid to have any hypoſtatical 

union Cor to make one ſuppoſitum) with our Lord's Divinity or Hull 

manity ,as our Lord's Humanity hath ſuch aniunion with his-Di# 

vinity. From-which it is obſerved by Dr. Taylor (Real-Preſente, pi} 

3 36: that therefore ſtill-there is the leſs reaſon for Romaniſls to 

give any Divine worſhip" us he faith they do) to the ſymbols} 
NP Far therefore are Catholicks fronvigranting (what a late Author 
> IT pretends they do, but-that which he alledgeth -no- way ſhews it F 
ol. p.12*, AS great an hypoſtaticalunion berween Chriſt and the Sacrament 
as between the Divine-and Humane Nature, _ + 14.5290 

F.10. This external ſign or ſymbol they alſo affirm to be-all cat of the 
| bread and wine that-ts perceived by any ſexſe: And tho: after ſuc 


conſecration the:ſibſtance of the bread and*'wine?& denied to-re 
main, yet is ſubſtance here/taken in ſuch a'ſenſe,” as that neither th 
hardnef$'nor ſoftneſs, nor*ithe frangibility', 'nor the- favour; not7 
the odour;nor the nutritive virtue of the bread, nor nothing viſible 


nor tangtble, or en prvepadl by any ſenſe, are involve@® 


in it. -Of which ſigns alſo*they-predicate many things,-whic 
they will by no means allow-to be-properly faid of , or at leaſt tob@ 
received in, or effetted* by of upon Chris body; 'now- immortaÞ 
. and utterly impaſhble. ' So ſapere, digers, mntrive, confortare,” corpel 
raliter,and again;frangt dentibus ,comburi,rods x brutis ayimilibuesand 
whatever other thing may be named {excepting only thoſe attri 
bures,' which in general are' neceſſary: to indicate the preſence'& 
Chriſf's body to us with the ſpecies whilft 7#regre 7/45 tho local poli 
trons, elevart;reconds,ore recipt,&c) they apply'to theſe ſymbols thaff 
_ remain ; not to Chriſt's body-which is indiviſibly there. ——«Chew 
©ftus vere inffacramento exiſtensnullo modo lads poreſt-1-non-cat 
& dit int terram, [td enim proprie cadst (faith he) quod cor poratiter mo 
| 6-vetur 7; fo allo, anima non'tadit;] non teritur; fon/roditur; non 
* DeBvr *rheſeit, non erematir 2 lla enim. (ich Bellih*):in Fpeciebu 
be.c. © © iftisrecipiuntyr/ſed/Chriftur non eficiunty. 52117 0 p42 00 
- -11, © 2+ Concerning Adoration of the 'Sactamment;2they-a Firtn- the 
: word Sacrament pot tobe taken always inthe [ame ſenſe + Ii ſome 
times to be uſed tofignity only the cater nal 1249 Of {ytribols ; {of & 
tines ahly the res Sacraments,” or thethme'contained: Under” em, 
Hh the miichimbreprinci ama c 
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8  Eancerning the Adoration: of the Euchariſt, 
muckh;preſs, fo C «tbolicks- willingly-acknowleds, a great difference 
between theſe two, the worſhipping of the | Sacrament, as this word 
s2ken for the ſymbols, and the worſhipping 'of Chri/f*s Body in 
the Sacrament, Now as the word Sacramext.is taken tor the Sy x» 
« they acknowledga certain inferiour!.cu}s and veneration due - 
hereto, as to other holy things, the haly, Chalices,. the holy Gof- 
els;.rhe holy Croſs, &5 of which Venergtion much hath been ſpoken 
yu the Diſcourſe of Images: JS. 42 -&c.; bug;they acknowledg no ſu- 
preme or -Diviane-Adoration gue to the Sacrament, as taken in this 
Wenſe for the ſymbols ;. but. only to.our Lord's Body and Blood, and 
d to.our Lord himſeltas preſent am this Sacrament, or with theſe 
ſymbols.” [So that be theſe Symbols of what latitude you will, ei- - 
ther larger, as the Letheran believes; ior ſtraiter, as the Catholicks 
ſay they are ; or,be-they not only theſe, but the ſubſtance of bread - 
Ho under them, as Gathebcks beheve .it 1s. not ; yet neither thoſe - 
Ipecies, nor this {abſtarre;:; have.any divine Adoration given or ac- - 
aowledged due toi them, at. all ;.no; more than this Rabſtance of - 
ſroad/ialieved.there/by. ch Lutherans,.. yet hath from them- any 
Ich Adoration given toit.] . Re ; 
{That Catholicks thus by Adoration of the Sacrament with-La- Jp. 12.-- 
r/4.only; underitand that of the! res Sacramenti, the Adoration of 
briſt'sBody.and Blood in: the Sacrament, ſee Cone. Trid. Seffe 13. c. 
St * Omnes Chriſt fideles,. pro.more'.in Catholica Eccleſia ſemper 
Recepto, latrig;cultgm, qui vero Deo debetur, huic ſanRiſſimo Sa- 
cramento in yeneratione exhibeant. | - Neque enim ideo minus eſt 
adorandum, quod fuerit a; Chrifto Domino, ut ſumatur, inſtitu- - 
tum nan illumeundem Deum przſentem in eo adeſle credimus, 
quem/Pater #ternus introducens in orbem terrarum dicit ; Er ado- - 
breat exm ores: dngeli Dei : quem Magi procidentes adoraverunt. 
here, tho the [Council uſeth the expreſſion of exhibiting /atrie - 
pltum Sacramento ; yet that this cultus /atrie is not- applied to the 
acfament, as 'it implies.the {ign or ſymbol, but only the thing 
enified;both:the words:joyned to it, qui vero Deo debetur, (which 
paifes)the; Council maintains that to be God they gave this cul- + 
ds J77e:to) and theexplication annexed, Nam illum eundem Deum'' 
&c.may ſufficiently convince to any not obſtinately oppoſite. Nei- 
Her dothoſe words iaterpoled, —Neque enim ideo | Sacramentum} 
ws of} adorandum , quod faerit a Chriſto Domino ut ſumatur inſtitu” — © 
w;any way crofs-ſfuch a ſenſe, as a.late Author. *.too_confidently © _ 
ficth;faying, —** That by Sacrawenthere the Council multun- 14,1 ©, 5. - 
derſtand'the elementsor accidents asthe immediate term of that 2 p. 17. 
*dine-wotfhip, or elſe the latter words [# e. quod fuerst 4 Dom ſn gc: 
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Concerning the Adoration of the Edcharijt. , 
 *iuftitutuns ut ſumatur} gmly nothing at all. For what CGaidh l 
< was that, which was inſtituted by the Lord as Sacrament? w 


*it'not the external and viſthle ſigns, or elements ?- why &vo-thel 
boo Doe mornings ve ent nine gen oth poten 
© 70 be taken, but to take off the common objeQion;” That wh ought 
"*f0 give divi ſp3p to that which we eat ? (And what carithi-haſ 
Fo toe vine worſhip to that which we eat ? \And whitcarthiohat 
C - 
re 


pe& to, but the Elements?” "Thus argnes' he.” Whentas'h 7 
might know, that the Fathers of 'Trexr, who ſaid this; \do hold 
the chief thing inſtituted -and exhibited in-- the Sacratnent to bell 
not the Elements, but Chriſt's Body ; and pf corpmr Domini t { 
be alſo orally both takerfand eaten; (tho-not modo naturalitarnit ol... 
gorporss) as well as the Blements; according to! our! Lord's expref 
words, Acciptte, Mandncite, Hot eff Corpus menm, {4.e. quod mandus 
eatis : | and when-as he nught know alfo,'that*the” occaſion of at 
ding this clauſe was in oppoſition to a party of Liuther”s followe! 
who, granting Chriſt's Body-preſent'with the'\'Syn | 
denying Adoration, {aid for it, that our Lord's bo 


/ 


the Elements, without annexing ſome qualification'of a coadoratee 
per accidens,improprie, ſicut veſtes Regis adorantur cum Rege, Or ut 'Re 
veſtitns adoratur, yet without our mental notion: at:ſuch"s- ting 
ſtripping him of his garments. Therefore neither can the:Coung 
here be rationally preſumed to ſpeak of the ſymbols; when:itteſeth 
no ſuch qualifications. = OD TOEOTI ESLIL M202 OY 
Bur, to put this matter out. of all doubt, the Definition iof ' this 
Council in the 6:h. Canon'(more than which 'is- not required to bl 
profeſſed by any Son'of the Roman Church) 1s this'; —** $i qua 
« dixerit in ſanto Euchariſtiz Sacramento 'Chriftung: urigenirumt 
*< Dei Filiumnon'efſe cultu/latriz 'etiam 'exterho/ adorandum , «88 
* ejus Adoratores. efſe idololatras, © Anathema "Hit; "I mg 


Vs © 


;.. mo 2 xn adds; a 


Concerning the Aaoration if the Euchariſt. 
which, and-ſome other paſſages in this Council, in comparing the 
Shapters with the Canons, Franciſcus a [antta' (lara, Enchiridion-of 
th Dial. 3. g. 18. judicioully oblerves, — © That altho Catho- 
lick faith, as to the ſubſtance, is declared in the Chapters, (asin- 
deed it is,) yet according to this we are obliged only ſub anathe- 
wate to that form of expreſſion which is defined in the Canons. 
x. Becauſe the Chapters are not framed in the ſtile: of Conciliary 
Definitions, with Azathema's, and the like. 2. Becauſe the Ca- 
*0ns (where the very form is exceeding, exact). ſometimes ditfer 
om the manner of expreſſion in the Chapters, '1n order 'to the 
ſame matter : As /ef..6. of Tuſtification ; Canon 11. and Chapter 7; 
allo;ſeſſ. 13.0f the Sacrament of the Enchay:ſt ; Canon 6. Chapter 5. 
andeliewhere : yet {ub anathemate all muſt-ftand'to the" Canons ; 
and therefore mult expound the Chaprers by them. ,See more int 
the Author. Fit 
+ Soave allo, 1. 4.p. 343. in his cenſure of this 13th. Seſſion, tho 
zeſaith magiſterially enough 1a oppoſition toa Council, — *Fhat 
- the: manner of ſpeech uſed in the 5:4. point of doctrine, ſaying, 
"That dicine boy pau due to the Sacrament, was .noted'allo for in- 
-proper 3 ſince 1t is certain, that the thing ſignified or contained 15 
not meant by the Sacrament, but the thing fignitying or contaun- 
ng. [ But what Catholick will grant him this, that Sacrament zncludes 
pot both ; or, of the two, not more principally the thing contained in, or 
oyned-with the Symbols ?] Yet he obſerves, .—<*That it was well- 
[corrected in the 67h.C axon, which ſaid, that the Son of God ought 
F to be worſhipped in the Sacrament. Ste the fame: obſerved: allo by 
Grotius in Apolog. Rivet Diſcuſſ. p.79. where alſo he notes Bellar- 
wtin's forequoted paſſage: © 'Thatthe Controverſy: between Catho- 
licks and Lutherans in their ſaying, The Sacrament, or Chriſt inthe 
' Sutr ament, was to be worſhipped, was only in. modo! loquendj: To: 
Whick nothing is teplied by Rivet. ix Dzalyſi Diſcnſſions ; ;but' the 
natter there, as alſo in his A4pologetic, paſled overin filence.  Adfl 
to Groti4 what Mr. Thorndike dilcourſeth in defence of the expref- 
ion of worſbipping the Sacrament, Epilog. 3.1. 30.c.p.352. ©} cont 
* fefS it i5 not (necefarily.) che ſame thing, to worikip Chri/t 18 the, 
*Sacrament of the Euchaziſt, as to. worſhip the Sacrament of; the. 
* Euchariſt. Yetin that ſenſe, which reaſon of it ſe[fjultifies, 4t-15: : 
For the Sacrament of the Euchariſt,by reaſon of the nature there- 
* of, is neither the viſible ſpecies, nor the inviſible Grace of Chritt's 
* Body and Blood; but the union of both by virtue of the. promile ;, 
Fanregard whereof —both concur to that which we call the Sacra-, 
ment of.the Euchariſt, —þy the promiſe which CIGAR 
Sa 1 | | I  khereat 
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«thereof containeth, It this be rightly underſtood, then. to wore: 
<{hip.the Sacrament of the Euchariſt, 1s to worſhip Chriſt in the 
«Sacrament of the Euchariſt. Thus he. = rr OY 
Fhis tn vindication of the Council. And Bellarmin explains 
himſelf inthe fame manner as the Council, in his Apology to Kig 
James, Inter nupera dogmata ponit [ Rex] adorationem Sacras 
*mentr Euchariftiz, 1.e. [ as Catholicks underſtand and explain it) as 
* dorationem Chriſti Domini miro, {ed vero , modo reboti. To 
which Biſhop \ Azdrews replies: —<© Quis ei hoc dederit ? Sacra 
* mento, i. e. Chriſti in Sacramento. Tmo Chriſtus ipſe Sacramentii [ 
©*resin Sacramento adorandus eſt. Rex autem-Chriſtum in Eu-MMRF! 
* chariſtia vere przſentem, vere 8 adorandum fſtatuit. LThas far” 
thew the'Kyzng, Biſbop, and Cardinal are agreed.) Apgain,de Euchari-W.. 
ftia 1..4.c. 29g, —© Quicquid fit de modo loquendl , ſtatus Quzſtiou: * 
*nis non eſt, niſi , An Chriſtus in Enchariſtia ſit adorandus cult; 
litris? And, as it were to avoid offence, when he comes to treat! 
on this ſubje&, de Exchar. 4. l.c. 29. he prefixeth the Title to itz 
not, De adoratione, but De weneratione hujus Sacramenti : And-in it 
faith that —< Nullus Catholicus eft qui doceat, Ipſa ſymbola ex-| 
* terna per ſe & proprie efle adoranda cultu latriz, ſed folum wexe- 
© xzuda cultu quodam minore. UG 
Of this DoQrine of Catholicks Biſhop Forbes gives this teſtimo 
ny, 4.2.6. 2.9. F. © In Euchariſtia mente diſcernendum efle Chris) 
<{tuma viſibili figno docent Romaxerſes ; & Chriſtum quidem ad- 
*orandum ele, non tamen Sacramentum : quia ſpecies illx ſunt" 
- ,*res creatz &c.” neque ſatis eft [7.e. to give them divine worſhip] 
*quod Chriftus fub iHis fit : quia etiam Deus eſt in Anima tanquam] 
*in.Temploftuo ; & tamen adoratur Deus, non Anima ; ut ait Sw- 
6 res 3. Tom. 79. quaſt. 8. art. diſp.65. $.1. And fo Spalatenſis [. 
7, 6.11.2.7. © Nam neque noftri [5.e. Catholicks ] dicunt ſpecies pa- | 
©nis & vin, hoceft, accidentia illa efle adoranda 2: ſed dicunt cor-! 
* pus Chrifti verum & reale, quod ſub illis ſpeciebus layer, debere; 
| - noir When then the Roman Church , ſpeaking be fupreme WK 
Adoration, explains her language of adoring the Sacrament, to mean WM, F 
only adoring Chriſt's Body, and ſo Chriſt as preſet there ; and} h 
not adoring any other thing whatever (ſubſtance; or accident "nk 
that is preſent there, or that is alſo included in the word Sisra- 
ment : that accuſation, which her uſing fuch language of adoring ! 
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the Sacrament can ſeemingly expoſe her to, isat the moſt, not of an! 
error, but an improper exprefſion. But the proprivey of ma $ 
t her ; who- 


dutiful Sons'ought to learn from, not teach, their Mother ; 
alſo ſpeaks that which hath deſcended to her from former times, "WM Ky 
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= Concerning the Adov ation of the Euchariſt. 
Neither will it follow from Catholicks ufing the word Sarament 
preciſely in this ſenſe, excluſively to any other matter ſave Chriſt's 
Body, that therefore one may uſe the word Sacrament proumiſcu- 
ouſly for Chriſt's Body, in what reſpe& ſoever we ſpeak of it; and, 
as well or as properly ſay, that the Sacrament, meaning Chriit's 
Body, is in the heavens at God's right hand, or was on the Croſs, 
br the like. For tho [Szcr amert ] thus applied. involves no other 
TubjeCt or thing at all but Chriſt's Body ; yet it connotes, beſides it, 
the place or. manner of its preſence ; fignifying this Body only as 
preſent in the Myſteries; not as a term adequate to,and convertible 
with, it, being in whatever time and place. | ? 
* I think theſe Teſtimonies produced both out of the Council' of 7, r5. 
Trent;-and other Catholick Authors, and allo out of Proteſtants con- 
teſting ſo much of them, do ſhow ſufficiently the great extrava- 
[Fancy of thoſe Proteſtant Authors who tell their Readers, that the 
ate of this controverſy 1s not, Whether Chris Body, and fo Chriſt 
In the Sacrament be adorable with ſupreme Honours? but whe--. 
ther the Sacrament; and then by Sacrament are pleaſed to under- 
fand the Symbols? and then, to confute the Doctrine of Rome, ar- 
ue, that no Creature, as the Symbols are, is capable of Divine Ho- 
nour. © The ſtate of the Controverſy {ſaith a late Writer of 
© theirs*) is, Whether proper Divine Worſhip in the time of re- + 5: 1ir-e. 
ceiving the Euchariſt may be given to the Elements on the ac- fleet Row» 
count of a Corporal Preſence of Chriſt under them? And againſt 2-117 
it he affirms, —< That ſuppoſing the Divine Nature preſent in a- 
"ny thing gives no ground upon that account to give the ſame | 
worſhip to the thing wherein he is preſent, as I do to Chriſt him- 
felf. So Biſhop Ararews, © Rex Chriſtum in Euchariſtia vere ado- 
frandum ſtatuit, —at non Sacramentum, terrenam ſcilicet partem. 
And — © Nos in myſteriis carnem Chriſti adoramus, Sacramen- 
© tum [2.e. the Symbols | nulli adoramus. So Dr. Taylor, (Real Pre- 
ſence p. 335. © The Commandement to worſhip God alone is ſo ex- 
F preſs ; the diſtance between God and bread dedicated to the 
ſervice 1s fo vaſt, —that, if it had been intended that we ſhould 
have worſhipped the H. Sacrament, 'the H. Scriptures would have 
called it God, or Je/ws Chrift, And Diſſwaſive 5. 5. p.76. heat- 
firms the Church of Rowe to give Divine Honour to the Symbols 
or Elements, and ſo to a Creature the due and incommunicable 
propriety of God. So they vainly alſo undertake to ſhew, that 
he Primitive Church did not terminate their Adoration upon the 
Elements ; that the Fathers, when they {peak of worſhip, ſpeak; of 
worſhipping the Fleſh of Chriſt in the Myfteries, or Symbols; not 
| 2 | of 
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(Conterwing the Adoration of the Exchariſt. 


of worſhiping the Myſteries or Sytabols.  ': Theſe, I fay, aregrealiſ 
-Extravagances;:: whilft the Rowan Church owns or ae nod 
ſuch Doctrine of Divine Adoration due to the Elements, - and tha" 
true Contcoverſy on their fide is only this ;: '1. Whether the 
Body: and Blood of Chriſt; preicinding' from whatever ſymbol-is. a 
-maybe'thefre,.1s adorable; as; being (preſent in the Sacrament. with 
theſe ſymbols? '(This is affirmed by Catholicks.: more-than.th 

needs not be {0 ;) And 2. Whether the Adoration of Chriſt's Bady 
and ſo of Chriſt as preſent, if it ſhuuld not be ſo, will. amount to.1dg 
laftry? | £62 | Ws 
If we here makea further enquiry into the: Schoolmen concern 
-408 the Atdoration or Veneration/ due to the' Symbols, they. ſtat 
the ſame toward them as toward-Images,. the ſacred Utenſils, th 
H. name of Fefws; and: other Holy things. © Omaes (faith Yaſ 
© quez, in 3. Thom. tom.1. diſp. 108.c.12.). eodem modo de ſpecie: 
© bus Sacrament, quo de Imaginibus, philoſophari. debent.. Ani 
then of Images we know the Definition of the 24. Council of Ne 
.referred to by Trent —z0 atria... ; And for what they ſay of Ima 
ges | refer you to the preceding Diſcourſe 'on them, 5-42. &c.. I 
is true, that ſome of the later Schvolmen (to defend the expreſſio 
of ſome of the former) have endeavoured to -ſhow how a latrical, 
. qualified, ſecondary 'co adoration; may improprie or per accidens b 
(id to be given to the ſymbgls. allo, as ſacrameatalty joyned- wit 
our Lord's body ,. and 'as-this.body is-as it were veſted with theny 
ſuch as, ſay they, when Chriſt was adored here on earth, was gf 
ven alſo to his garments, /.e. without making in the a& of wo 
ſhip a mental ſeparation of his perſon from his clothes ; as Bellas 
min explains it de Euchar..l. 4-c-29.;; —. © Neque enim {faithhe] 
© jubebant Chriſtum veſtibus nudari antequam adorarent ; aut an 

© mo & cogitatione ſ{eparabant a veltibus cum adorarent ; ſed:{im 
© pliciter Chriſtum , ut.tunc fe habebat, adorabant : tametfſi rat 
© adorandi non erant veſtes, 1mo nec ipla Humanitas,. ſed ſola Di 
vinitas. Ordo allow the giving of. the external fſign.of Latria t 
them: as Bowiag to, Kiſſing, Embracing them ; but this withou 
any the leaſt internala&t of /atr:a, or any other honour or ſubmuſſi 
on direted:to them, which ſuch inanimate things are urn [ 
of ; as Vaſquez explains it ; who.is ſo prodigal of this external fig 
of honour, after he hath ſtript it of any;1nternal /atria, or oth 
worſhip whateyer that may. accompany-it ; that, he allows thy 
external ſign. not only to. all, Holy things, but- to; any :Creaturi 
whatever, (in our inward adoration mean-while . only off God, 


upon the general relation they haye to him. But indeed ſuch ap 
| och of 
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Concerning the Adoration of the Eucharijt., 


agbraction of the external ſign from-any internal honour .or re- 
pect (as other Catholicks cenſure his opinion) makes theſe out- 
ward geſtures, without any mental intention attending them as to 

ftuch objeQ, like thoſe of a puppet or engine, utterly infignificant : 

and io Yaſquez, inftead. of communicating the /at7/4 to Images, 

to the Symbols, to other Holy things, ſeems, in' the judgment of 

others, to allow them no honour or veneration at all z and ſo, in 
leeming to ſay too much, to {ay too little ; which hath been more 

argely diſcourſed b2fore, Of Images $.42. ©. Anda late Author * * $:illing- 
might have done well , in mentioning this Author's opinion, to _ Rom.. 
have given allo a true relation of it, affirming only an external 7 
gn of honour given to the creature void of any internal the 

leaſt reſpect to them ; © ita ut tota mentis intentio 1n Exemplar, 

non in Imaginem [ or, Denm, nou Creaturam feratur : which 
would ealily have taken away all that malignity he faſtens upon it. 

This for Ya/quez. And as for Bellarmin's adoration improper and 
Ber accidens , Biſhop Forbes tells us /.2. c.2. $11. © Sententia iſta 

© Bellarmini plurimis DoCGtoribus Romaneniibus diſplicet. And 
Bellarmin himfelf, as appears by the former citations, waving theſe 

School diſputes, tells us, —< Status Quzſtionis non eſt niſi, 4x 
Chriſtus in Euchariſtia ſit adorandus? 1. e. no more 1s defined, de- 

cided, impoſed on Chriſtians faith by the Church, than this : nor 

more needs be-diſputed with, or maintained againit, Proteſtants, 

than this. [7 hz iz the 24. place from g. 11. Of Catholicks profeſſing 

heir Adoration with Divine worship of Chriſt only preſent in the Sacra- 

ment with the Symbols, not of the Symbols ;, or, not, of the Sacrament, if 

faken for the Symbols. .. 

343. Theretore alſo Catholicks ground th:ir Adoration (a thing 
Cardinal Perron mueh inſiſts upon in his Reply to King. Fames) 

wo! on Tranſubſtantiation, (tho both 'Tranſubltantiation and Con- 
tubſtantiation involve it ;. ſo that, either of theſe maintained, Ado- 

ation neceſſarily follows) as if, 'Tranſubſtantiation defeated, Ado- 

ration 1510 to0 3. bat oz a Real Preſente with the Symbols z which in 
peneralis agreed on by the Lutheran together with them. . Which 
Adoration they affirm due-with all the = circumitances where- 

With it-15 now performed, tho Chriſt's Body were preſent with the 
dymbols,neither as under the accidents of Bread, as they ſay ;_ nor 

nder the ſubſtance of Bread; as the Lxtheran ſaith; but, tho after 

ome other unknown manner,di{tin& from both : and ifthey were 
convinced of the error of 'Tranſubſtantiation, and of the truth of 

the preſence of the ſubſtance'of the Bread unchanged ;. yetas long 

as not confuted in.the point of Rea/-Preſeace, they would DEPOTS 
4 | eſs. 
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Concerning the Adoration of the Euchariſt. = 2 
leſs for this continue to adore the ſelf ſame ObjeQ, as now, in -thel; 
ſelf ſame place, namely, the Body of Chrift till preſent there with; 
the Symbols, and therefore there adorable ; tho preſent. after a a 
other manner than they imagined. See the argument of Barmneſiah 
2 Roman Writer apud Forbeſl.2.c.2. $, 12. © Corpus Chriſti ib 
*eſt cum pane vel permanente, vel tranſeunte,- uno vel alio modo} 

* & per conſ{equens non eft 1dAlolatria adorare Chriſtum ibi-in Euz 
* chariſtia realiter przſentem. See in Coxc. Trid.13.9.c.5. the rea 
ſon immediately following the requiring of Adoration, © -Nam 
* illum eundem Deum preſentem 1n eo [#.e. Sacramento | adefle cre: 
* dzmus, quem Pater introducens' in orbem terrarum dicit, Et ado; 
rent enm 8c 2} © | : 

If therefore the Roman Church enjoyns theſe three: 1. To be 
lieve Chriſt's Corporal Ae in the Sacrament. 2. To believe ſuch 
preſence by way of Tranſubſtantiation. 3. To adore Chriſt as being 
there preſent : Ir follows not that ſhe enjoyns the third im order 
to the ſecond ; but may only, in order to the firſt ; as the firſt be: 
ing (without the ſecond) a ſufficient ground thereof. Neither 
canJ , disbelieving the ſecond, yet believing the firſt, refuſe obe- 
dience to the third, that is,to worſhip the ſame 6bjeQ in the ſame 
place, as thoſe do who alſo believe the ſecond: and in my belieys 
10g both the firſt and the ſecond, yet may TI nevertheleſs groune 
the third only on thar, which is by Chriſtians more generally az 

reed on ; 'and ftill worſhip out of no other intention, after Trans 

{ſubſtantiation believed, than J did before I believed it (when or 

ly T held in general a corporal preſence ) or than others do; who 

believing a Real preſence, do not yet believe Tranſubſtantias 
- - : HT | - 
4. Letus, then , not granting it, ſuppoſe Tranſubſtantiation art 
error ; yet if the tenent of Corporal or Real preſence (as held hy 
the Lutherans, or others) be true, C atholicks plead , their Adoration 
is no way fruſtrated, but ſtill warrantable, and to be continued. | 
_ 543. Suppoſe not only Tranſubitantiation, but Real preſence ar 
error; and ye Lutheran and the Roman Catholick both miſtaken; 
yet there can be zo pretence why theſe later , -in Tuch Adoration 
(grounded by both on Real preſence with the Symbols) will zot Þ 
as exeuſable from Idolatry 2s the other. For, thus far theſe two Pars 
ties agree: I, "That Chriſt i corporally preſent : 2. That he may b 
worshipped : 3. That mo other there but He may be worshipped ; nol 
Bread, nor any other meer creature. 4. That zothing viſible 77 thy 
Sacrament t He, or bis Body ; which is preſent only 1nviſibly, withs 
ouf any thing viſible, inhering, *or appertaining to it, as the Tubs 
ject 
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ec thereof. They differ only about the manner of the preſence of 
his 3nviſible Subſtance. The one faith, it is there together with 
he bread ; the other faith there, inſtead of the bread, and the - 
read away ;- a thing allo to God poilible, for any thing we know. 
*he one {aith, he is there both under the ſubſtance and. accidents 
f bread ; the other, there under the accidents only of the bread.- 
Sow, whilſt both worſhip the ſame Objett in the lame. place, and 
eiled with the ſame ſenſible accidents, if the one adoring him as 
eing under the ſubſtance of bread, (he not being there) are freed. 
rom any Idolatry in ſuch worſhip ; the other adoring him as be- 
hg under the accidents of bread, (he not being there) cannot be 
nade hereby Idolaters : ſince they ſay, and freely profeſs, that, it 
lis body. be not there, under thole appearances, but the ſame ſub- 
ance ſtill under them which was formerly; then they confeſs it a 
xeature, and renounce all adoration of it, — 
' Whereas therefore it is objected, That the ſubſtance of bread 
y being io'that place, where they ſuppoſe Chriit's Body, and 
Ot any Bread, to be , therefore in worſhipping the thing in that 
lace, they worſhip bread ; this were a right charge, ifthey affir- 
ed, that they worſhipped the ſubſtance that 1s 1a that place un- 
xr fuch accidents whatever it be : but this none ſay ; but, that 
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ey worſhip it Qnly upon ſuppoſition that it is Chriſt's Body, and 
dt bread ; and. that for this {yppoſition they have a rational 
round, (of which by and by.) Now, ſaying they worſhip it, be- 
uſe it is fo, is laying, if it be not ſo, they intend no worſhip to it. 
e that ſaith, I give divine Adoration to that which 1s under the 
leczos of Bread, becaule believed by me, or, if you will, certainly 
nown by me (but he, indeed, miſtaking) to be Chriſt's Body, and 


Chrift preſent, is yet far from ſaying , I wary hatever is 
der the ſpecies of Bread , whether it be Chriſt's B yh no. And 
| that ſaith the later of theſe, if bread happen to be there, is wil- 
zply granted an ayria-7;& ; but not fo the former. 
Daille, as it much concerns himyexcuſeth a Lutheran adoring up-  - 
a fallly fuppoled real or corporal preſence of our Lord fromany ,  , _, 
dlatry, for this reaſon : Becauſe, ſaith he, * © ſuch adoration is w c.,.” 
Ween not 1a this, —that it addreſſeth it ſelf to an Objex not non. p. 6x 
gorable, but only that by error it ſeeks and thinks to enjoy it .1n 
place where it 1s not ; and ſo he ſaith it becomes only vain and 
profitable &C. as is ſaid before 8.8. The ſame therefore muſt 
allow to Catholicks, if meaning, nothing more by their language 
Adoratio Sacramenti than Chriſti, in Sacramento ; as hath been. 


wed beforc 5. 12. &c that they do not : and that the conten- 
| Fs Bs | tion 
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Concerning the 4 doration of the Encharifk,  * * 
- tion about this is meer Logomachy ; and that they alſo, asthe ef 


- thers, ground their Adoration not on TranſubRantiarion; burGors 
poral Preſence. | +. 5 
As for Cofterns, or perhaps ſome other Rowan Writers, that ſay 

if Tranſubſtantiation [where alſo they muft mean, or a Corporal ' 


be 
ſence, ſome other way] were not true, the Idolatry of Heathens4 
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much more exculable, than of Chriſtians, that worſhip a bit @ 

bread : they do not, or at leaſt are not neceſſitated ro granl 

thecconſequence neceflary, that, if Tranſubſtantiation or Corps 

ral Preſence fail, then they muſt adore the bread ; which breag 

mean while they deny alſo to be there : no more than Proteſtami 

do or think themſelves neceſſitated to grant this conſequence; That 

if Conſubſtantiation or Corporal Preſence fail, then the Lurheraal 

do adore the Bread; which bread alſo tho the Lutherans affirms 

be there, yet do other Proteſtants deny that the Lutherans worlhig 

But Cofterws, and others, only maintain this : That, ſuppoſing tha 

which is impoſed upon them, viz. that Catholicks, if there be n& 

Tranſubſtantiation, do worſhip a bit of bread-; the Heathen Tdoler 

latry, in their worſhipping a golden or filver Image, or ſome hv 

ing creature &c, would be far more- tolerable, and more noblg 

Shewing by this (as Dr. Taylor exprefleth it, Liberty of Propheſy'th 

p.258.) © that they are ſo far from worſhipping the bread 

{auch caſe, that themſelves profeſsit to be idolatry todo-{o;-am 

* intending, by advancing thus fault the higher,.the more to mal 

* appear the impoſſibility of ſuch an error, its for ſo many hundrg 
years poſſeſſing the Univerſal Church of Chriſt, aſſiſted by our a 
viour to the end of the world, and the Pillar of 'I ruth : and think 

<1ng the greatneſs of this crime a good argument of the ' Churchs 
innocency therein ; whilſt perhaps, in ſome ſmaller matters, i 

* might be liable to a miſtake. © Ido believe (ſaith Mr. ThorulC 

* acke, Epilog. 3.1. 3o.c. p.353. that it hath bin ſaid by great DAS; 

© tors of the Church of Rowe , that they muſt needs think then 
<ſelves flat idolaters, if they could think that the Elements are ny 

© aboliſhed : That ſhews with what confidence they would hay 

* the world apprehend; that they hold their opinion ; but not, th 

© the conſequence is true ; unleſs that which I have ſaid be.y 

provable. And again, in Fuft weights c. 19. —*When . they 1a 

* they muſt be flat Idolaters, if the Elements be there, zeal tothe 

© opinion makes them {ay more than they ſhould ſay. —Lattilpr 

if-Cofteres faith , that Tranſubſtantiation failing, -Catholicks alike 

worſhip the Bread, Bellarmin de Encha. 1. 4. c.'36: and others, lallan 
zaſt the contrary, arguing thus concerning a-C athclicks-woertmiAr 
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 —- _ Comerning the Adoration of the Euchariſt.” 
gan unconſectated Hoaſt, which is nothing but bread, —fAdo« 
ratio exiintentione [7.e. ſuch as is rationally grounded] potiſſimum 
pendet. Quare qui [a/c] panem adorat, qudd certo credat 
non.efſe panem, ſed Chriftum, is proprie 8& formaliter- Chriſtum 
adorat, non panem. Which may as well be {aid of an Hoaſt con- 
ecrated, that is not. tranſubſtantiated (when the adorer upon. pro- 
KY 08 7 , . 5. gag 
ablegrounds believes it to b2 {o,) but remains ſtill bread, —*Qui 
anc panem adorat, quod certo credat non efle panem,. ſed Chri- 
Ram, 1s proprie 8& formaliter Chriſtum adorat, non panem. And 
ze fame, much-what, as by Bellarmin, is ſaid by Dr. Hammond, 
wie of Idolatry,g.64. <& Vhat,fuppoling their error be grounded on 
honeſt and blamele(s miſunderſtanding of Scripture, it is, tho 
material , yet perhaps in them nor fornfal idolatry ; becauſe, 
they were not verily perſwaded that it were God, they profeſs 
they-would never think of worſhipping jt. Thus he. . 
© This inthe 5b. place of not only Tranſubſtantiation, but Real 
WPreſence being ſuppoſed an error, yet that the Roman practice, or 
gtror, compared. with the Lutheran, the tirlt is no more peccant 
ban thelater ; and therefore that the Lutheran by Proteſtants be- 
wg excuſed from Idolatry , fo ought the Xoman Catholick too. 
$6. | Both theſe being ſuppoſed errors, and indeed no Preſence of F. 21. 
ghrifs Body with the.Symbols atall, as is by them both imagined 


” 


ere ; yet;/nrb ztaoration, by-the one or the other, of Chri#t, who 
@ true objett of ſupreme Adoration, and only by them miſtaken 
de in ſome place where he -1s-not, cannot be termed any ſuch Tdola- 

as #5 the'worſbiping of an objeft not at all adorable. So, for exam- 

Þ If we ſuppoſe. a Heathen worſhiping a Heathen-God, as hav- 
Mp ſome particular reſidence in an Image; or an 1ſrae/ite wor- 
A | 9:50 true God of 1/xael, as having a ſpecial refdence inthe 
Calfat $/as;:0r in\, Feroboam's Calves, called alſo by him Chers- 
$ims ; or laſtly, a Manichean, miſtaking nothing in the Nature or 
Mttribures of: our.. Lord Chriſt; ſave that:he thinks him to have 
ome particular-refidencein the. Sun, and ſo worſhiping him as 
prefentthere: None of theſe would be any fuch Idolatry, or-pa- 
raltcl'toar,: as thatofanother Heathen onng the very Mob- 
ten Tmagez-or T/raelite:warſhiping the very Calt for his God; ar 


Manichean worſhiping the Sun it ſelf for Chriſt: Again ;, ne4- 
ther can any of theſe that adore only Gad or Chriſt as ſpecially 
preſent where indeed he-is not, (e.g.as fancied God ſopreſent in the 
Calf; or Chriſt in-the Sun,)//if we ſappoſe ſomething elſe invilibly 
and undiſcernedby himto be there: preſent, as if we imagia.an 
Angel in the Sun, or a-Serpent —_ 44 Calf, therefore.-be ſaid 
b- a _ @ 
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. _ Concerning the Adoration of the Euchaviſt 
 toadore ſuch Angel,'or Serpent : and whatever fault:may be 
. fach worſhip, yer it would be great injuſtice to accuſe ſuch I/rae 
lite or Manichean of adoring ſuch Angel or Serpent upon this inde 
finite Propoſition , that he profeſſeth to worſhip that which he believell# 
ro be preſent there ; eſpecially if ſuch perſon do alſo declare again 
the adoration of any ſuch particular things, if, contrary to:his'belli$ 
_ hief, there preſent. Neither then can it: be juſtly deduc'd-from i 
Lutherans ot Catholick's adoring Chriſt as under the ſubſtance g 
ſpecies of bread, that therefore theſe adore the thing .it {elf thati 
| preſent under them. | of 
- 7. Whatever fault or alfo idolatry it may be called (tho not 1 
groſs as the former) in a. Mazichean that worſhips Chriſt ia t 
Sun, or in an {/rae/ite that worſhips God as ſpecially preſents 
refident in the Calves of Day and Bethel or that at Sinai, betau 
it is adoring a fancy of their own without any rational ground'i 
pretence thereof ; and however meerly a good intention ground 
ed upon-a culpable- ignorance can excuſe none from idolatry, « 
any other fault, (which as 1t is often prefled by Proteftants, is free 
ly granted by Catholicks.) Yet ſince Daill?- (and, T {uppole, oth 
Proteſtants with him) doth allow, not an abſolutely certain, but! 
reaſonable, tho miſtaken ground or motive of Adoration, ſutligh 
ent for avoiding the juſt imputation of Idolatry, [upon which a 
count a Diſciple adoring with divine worſhip a-perforvery muy 
reſembling our Saviour, when he was upon earth ; or, ſuppoſinſ 
conſecrated Hoaſt truly adorable, one,who adores an Hoatt pl 
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-on the Altar and, by ſome deficiency in the Prieſt, not truly-co 
'erated, 1s freely abfolved by them herein from commitnng 
-1dolatry. *- See before F. 8.] Hence therefore if Catholicks can pris 
"duce a rational oy of their apprehending' Chriſt preſent in the E# 


ibly miſtaken in it , they are to be excuſed fron id 


"#hareſt, tho po 
latry, upon the ſame terms. | 4 
-  (r.) Now here firlt ; the Lutherans being allowed to have ſuchy 

_ Plauſible ground or motive for their Adoration, - whereby they bg 
"come by other Proteſtants abſolved from: idolatry in adoring ow 
'Lord as preſent bleves (only their Adoration 4u2:te. (faith; Daille, 
et tombent en xeant, )'T ſee not why the ground of "Roman Catholich 
ſhould be any whitleſs valued than theirs. For, if we compare the 
one's Con-with the others Trans—ſubſtantiation, the later ſeemg| 
"more agreeable to our Lord's words, Hoc eft Corpus! meum; and to 
the molt plain literal \qbvious ſenſe thereof Hoc" eff Corpus menn Wit 
by a change of the Bread, rather than Hoc eff Corpus meum, by ale: 
comun&ion with the Bread: and therefore is. the Roman _—_ or 
| | = L 
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orelſe preferred before, the Lutheran ſenſe by many 
Froteftants;- that 'are neutral and difſent from both. [ © Lon 
gius Confubſtantiatorum- (faith Biſhop Forbes, de Exchar. 4.3. 
quam Tranſubſtantiatorum ſententiam a Chriſti yer- 
bj re, ſive litera ſpeQetur, ſive ſenſus, affirmat R. Hoſpi- 
\nienus & cxteri Calvinians communiter. And Hoſpinian. bifor. | 
Sacrams: 2: part. fol. 6. {faith of Lather, —© Errorem errore commu- 
btavir, nec videns fuam opinionem non habere plus, 1mo etiam mi- 
Fnuscoloris, quam Scholaſticorum-& Papz. Aud ſee the ſame 
jdgment of the He/vetian Miniſters, and Calvin, apud Hoſpiniay. 
£212.) But next; Catholicks founding their Adoration not on 
Pranfubſtantiation, but on Corporal Preſence, the ſame common 
Bronnd of this they have with Lutherans, viz. our Lord's word: 
pling ; and ſo it muſt excuſe both, or neither. __ 
C2.) Laying aſide this compariſon , let us view more particular- 246 
| 7 what rational ground Catholicks exhibit of this their belief of 
Fcorporal Preſence-in the Euchariſt, and ſo of Adoration. 
©T. -This their Ground then -of ſuch. a corporal Preſence in the 
EvchariſtCafter a poſſibility. thereof granted alſo by ſober Prote- 
ftants *) is pretended to be Divize Revelation, [and if it: be ſo as Beg Fg 
pretended ,then no argument from our {enſes,and againſt it,yalid:} yoann 


and that (as was {aid but now ) taken in its moſt plain, literal, na» y Difc 7. 


ral, and Grammarical ſenſe, in the words, Hoc eſt Corpus meum ; *' ** 


? t iterated in the Goſpel, and-again by S. Paul, without -any 
wiation'or change, or explication of that which yet is pretended 
Calvixifts to be a metaphorical expreſſion ; and ſuch, if we will 
Belicve them, as this, that the Church 3s his Body, Eph. 1. 23. or, He 
She true Vine, Jo. 15.1. Agreat argument this, (the Apoſtles pun- 
Qual retaining ſtill, in their expreſſing the Inſtitution thereof, 
the ſame language and words, ) that our Lord intended it literally, 
ts lie ſpoke ir. Pretended alſo to be Divine Revelation from many 
bother Scriptures, (the citing and preſſing of which takes up all Bel- 
Eirmin's firſt Book de Enchariſtia, to which I refer the inquiſitive 
Reader « ) buteſpecially from the Diſcourſe Fo. 6. Which Apoltle 
pricey Bib Gofpel-ſo late,when the communion of our Lotd's'Bo- 
dy and \Blood Wasfo much frequented and celebrated in the 
© Eharch;ſeems therefore to have omitted the mention of it at all in 
His ſtory of the Paſſhon, and the time of its firſt Inſtitation: de» 
cauſe he had dilated ſo much upon. it before in relatinga Sermon - 
of our Pordsmade in Geljlce about the time of the yearly Feaſt of 
eating the Paſchal -Lamb.- Fo. 6.4. &c., | —© The literal and 
\Srammatical ſenſe of which . Divine Revelation ({aith EY" 


K 2 


- Concerning the Adonation of the-Entharifh — 
© Liberty of Propheſying. g. 20,p. 255.) if that ſenſe \were intended) 
© would warrant Catbolicks ta: do violence to all the: !$ciences'in:;the 
© circle: And that Tranſubſtantiation is openly; and-yiolently: a; 
©gainſt natural Reaſon, would be no argument to: make them dif: 
* believe , who believe the myſtery of the Trinity in all thoſe: nice: 
* ties of explication which are 1n-the Schools, (and which now a: 
* dayspals for the doctrine of the Church, ) [or be might bawg. {aid 
* which are in the Athanaſian Creed, ] with as much- violence to.the 
* principles of natural and ſupernatural Philoſophy, as cag.be:umal 

ined to be in the point of Tranſubſtantiation. , And elſewhen 
(Real Preſence p. 24c.) ſaith, as wha will not ſay,? — ©/That, fit 
* appear, that God hath affirmed 'Tranſubſtantiation, . he. for bu 


» Sy 


© part wo burn all his Arguments againſt, and make publick.; 
© mends. i# Fj OO 

H. Again; Catholicks have for their Rational ground of following 

this ſenſe, in oppoſition to any other given by. Series, the De 

claration of it by the moſt Supreme and Univerſal Church- Authority 

thathath been aſſembled in former tunes for. the decifion of this 

controverfie long before the birth of Proteſtantiſm ; a brief account 

of which Councils, ro the number of ſeven or eight (if the 24, NÞ# 

_ cene | 4.5. tom.3.] bz reckoned with the reit) before that- of 

Trezt, all agreeing in the ſame ſentence , ſee concerning the Guids 

in Controverſy, diſc. 1.9. 7. &c,.{ Oar of the number-of -whagh 
Councils ſaid to eltabliſh ſuch a doctrine, as Biſhop Coſins, Hy 
Tranſub.c.7. p.149. after many others, hath much laboured; 

ſubdu& the great Lateray Council under J»nocext 3. upon preteg 

of the reputed Canons thereof their being propoſed therein only? F 

adam" the Pope, but. »ot paſſed or confirmed by the Conneil ; fo another laty 

decarions of Proteſtant Writer upon another Proteſtant intereſt, v4z. out of the 

preſer: con- 34. Canon of the ſame Council, charging not only the Pope but the 
C.. 16. Councits themiclves, and the Catholick Religion , as invading th 
$31 pr65 4 4 whom ”- ? —3-S. _ 
Rights of Princes, hath with inuch diligence very well vindicatee 
theſe Canons againtt the others, as the true Ats of this Great Aſs 

fembly, and not only the deſigns of the: Pope ;. and copioufly 

thewed them (as in truth they were) owned as fuch; both-1n/the 

- Jame; and the fotlowing times, And thus the;PoQrineot [Iran 
fubſtantiation in this Council is firmly eſtabliſhed ; whilt: Gathar 

ticks contend, in the other Canon concerning. Secular Powers, the 

Senſe ofthe Council is by Proteftarts miſtaken. +; + -; 

Now upon this, Iask-what more reaſonable. or ſecure courſe in 

matters of Religion, {whether as; to;Faith or Pradfice) .can-a. pris 

ate and truly humble Chriſtian take, ;than, where the ſenſe: % aw” 
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hereof, which the Supr-meſt Authority in the Church, that hath. 


in heretofore convened about ſuch matters, hath ſooften. andal- 


yays in the ſame manner decided to him ; and {ſo to att according 
THII.. Butgif theſe Councils be declined as not being ſo ancient as 
me may.cxpet ;.5.e. not held before. fome controverſy hapned 
a.the Church touching the point. they decided, Catholieks itil; 
ave another very Rational ground of ſuch a. {ſenſe of the Divine 
[zIt,.V1z. the evident teſtimony of the more Primitive Times. Which 
latthey. have conveyed the Tradition of ſuch a Senſe to the pre- . 
gat Church; and. to theſe former Councils, (to- repeat, what hath, 
walaid already in Corfiderations on the. Council of Trept, JS. 321. 
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k.3;. becauſe perhaps by ſcarcity of copies that Book may come to 
#. hands) I think will be clear to any one, not much, intereſled, 
at ſhall at his leiſure ſpend a few hours in' a publick Library to 
82d, entire, and not þy quoted, parcels, the diſcourſes givthis Sub- 
Bee 5 Of St..4 brof- de Myſter. init. ' cap. gx the; Author de 
Sachramentis, ombe to the lame, Father, 4. 4.4, and,” 5. chapters. 
Coril.. Hieroſol, Catecheſ. Myſtagog. 4. & 5. -Chryſoft. in Matt- 
ar. 8 3.— 1p AG; Hom. 21. — ls 1 Cor. Hom. 24: —Greg. Niſſen. 
Wnar. catechet., ch:36,37- —Enfeb.Emiſſen. or Ceſarins Arelatenlis de 
wcbarc Serrs- 5. —Hilarius Pietav.. de Trinitate,thetormer. part of 
&3:h. Book.” —Cyril. Alexand. in Evanzel, Joan. l. Io. c..13. Con- 
ning the authenticalneſs of which pieces enough alſo hath bin 
elſewhere. P | — | 
IV. Ina conſequence of , and ſucceſſion: from, this doQtrine of Fo. 27. 
ioſe Primitive times, and of the later Councils of the Church, 
vhen this Point was brought into ſome Diſpute and Controverſie, 
LCatholick hath for a A ational ground of his faith, and practice, 
be univerſal doftrive and pradtice of the later both Eaſtern and Weſt- 
xa Churches till Luther's time, and at the preſent allo, excepting 
us followers. - For the Eaſtern Churches (diſputed by ſome Pro- 
eſtants) both their belief of a corporal. preſence with the Symbols, 
ind prattice of 4dorat:on, ſee what hath bin {aid at. large 1n;the 
aide in.controverſy, diſc..3.c.3: (where allo are exhibited the te 
kunonies of many: learned. Proteſtants freely conceding.it ) and 
gain, 18 Conſiderations on the Council of Trent, f. 3219.22. 7: FD 3. 
nd z. 9.p. 294. See alſo the late eminent evidences. of the faith 
ad praftice of theſe Eaſtern Churches at this day, colleQed;by 
Monſieur Arnaud in his. two Replies $0, Claude; a brief account 
hereol allo is given in_the Guide, Diſe. 3. $- 81.9. 2-&. In 
| | W } 
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which matter (whereas one of the chisfeſ wand! commoneſt Pleas 
of Proteſtants is the Greek and Eaſtern Churches their accordins 
with them, whereby they ſeem to out-number the Roman) if afiy 
will but take the coutape, notwithſtanding his ſecular Inte! eſt; 
ny to examin it, doubt not he will receive a full Sati isfis 

10N 

Laſtly, fee D. Blondel (one' much eſteemed by Proteſts, 


his knowledg in ancient Church-Hiſtor ming: an alteratl 

in the DoQrine concerning our Lord's Ph lan in the Evcha rf 
(an Alteration he means from that which is now maintained*b 
Proteftants, and was by the former Antiquity) begun in the & Gre ek 
Church after A. D. 754. * #6. begun'ſo ſoon as" any dif ute hap 

in the Eaftern Church" concerning this Preſexce'*: which difpw 
was firſt occalioned*there upon an Argument which was' tal 
from the Euchariſt, and urged againſt Images by the Connell : 
Conſtantinople under C — Copronymws, and was contradi® 
by Damaſcen, and ſhortly by the-24. Nicene -Council. © In'w 
opinion of the'24. Vieene Corncil and! Damaſcey,” "Blond? fe 
knowledgeth the Greek Churches” to have- continted to his" 
See c. 16: p- £9 Again, granting an Alteration' in the fame'"T 
crine /as 15 faid before) begun in the Weſtern Church A; D. 8x 
Ze, as foon as the like diſpute hapned- about this Point 1 in the W 
fſternpatts:' which difpute-cherc-was occaſtdhed by Te” Cound 
 heldat Frankfort under Charts the Great, oppoſing the expre Ts 
of the foreſaid- Con#tartinopolitan Council in like ntanner 454 
2d. Nicene Council had done before. Laſtly, if we ask him,w 
this Alteration' in the' Eaſt firſt, and afterward in the Weſt, wA b 
1. He maketh 'it much-what the ſame in both : - And/ ther ki 


MK 


Ye mn it to bea kind 'of Ttmpanation , or Conſubſtantiation, oft 


umption of the Bread by our Lord Chriſt. His words c. 19: ary 
theſe Des PF An. 818. &c. — © Some among the Latines did (as} 
ewere in imitation of the Greek) conceive a kind of: Conſiibftat J 
* ation, partly like, partly unlike, to what many Germans [he met 


© Lutherans] now maintain ; which,to rg properly, onght to Þ 


©7called Impanation, of Aſſumption! of the Bread*by the Words 
God. Andc. 20. he goes on; —© The optnion of Paſchaſiios (who) 
he takes the Leader in the Weſtern, us Datmmaſcen i» the Greek Churd ; 
© had advanced before A.D. goo. an Impanation of theWord, © G 
©rified and” getting credit by degrees ; the eftabliſhment of whise 
(Gaith hep. 440.) both Damrafcen and ' Px _ 74s deſigned: Where 4 
Che Bich| *z } +thiey ſuppoſed a eh Identity between'tl 
Sacrament Te be NardraÞ Body" of Chriſt, Hititnded uporr the ir 
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:tation.of the Deity;in themz, which at laſt, produced, he faith, 
the. eſtabliſhment ot- -Lrankybſtanciation, nader, Pope 1nnocert 
.- Here then x.We {ce granted, both of the Greek and Lasin Church, 
the ſame Tencat.. .2..; We.may obſerve, that this Tenent Of 1z- 

penation he; impoſeth, 00; therm,, when well examined, is found 
mich. more-grols and abluxd than. that of Trguſ#b/entiation: For 
which ſce-what is {laid in Bellarming de Ewchar, [.3.c. 13.& 15. Or 
In Suarez, de Sacrament. Diſp.49. But 3: ſee 10 Conſiderations on the 
ZOunci of Trent iſ. 321-4» 13» and 2. i6. FOP that this. Doctrine of 
Jamaſcenand the Greek:Church,.and afrerwards of Paſchaſins and 
the Latin, before Innocent the #hird's time, was plain Tranſubſtan- 
bation; and.is miſrepreſented by Blondel for Impanation.z and 
therefore never hath the Greet Church hitherto had any conteſt 
i= claſhing with the Romer; concerning this point. And lee the 
Sonceſſions. alſo. of -other Proteſtants very frequent and more 
madid, of /Lranſubſtantiation held by the Greek Churches of later 
mes, as well as by the Romaz, produced in the Rational Account 
ametrning the Guide in Controverſies, Diſc:3.8. 41y. Laſtly, theſe 
Wohucches, in which, he ſaith, ſuch an Alteration was made from 
Whe former DoQrine of Antiquity, deny it. at all {0.to be ; and af- 
that, when lome.new opinions ap 
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' *troverſy favinganly abourehe ſubje&t whine >briſt is —N 

£ _ doth any thing reſt doubtful in this, but whether, 'when'tt 

*crament 1s adminiftred, Chriſt be whole within man 01 

* elſe his Body and Blood be alſo externally” ſeated in the'very-eonie 
*ſecrated Elements themſelves. So 'that if Hooker and: his þ ; 9 
are in the right,” Catholicks do noti-miſtake Chriſt's Body avi T” 
ſent ina place where” it is not ;' but only” in thmking _ a 
preſent to one "thing, the Elements, when it'is ſoonly'toar 
the Receiver of them-- - But then the ſame Catholicks have-@ 
ther halfof the Reformation , viz. all the Lutheran Proteſtant 
that affirm, with the'Romar Church, Chriſt's' Body eccoral 
- the Elements, or Syinbols: - And ſee Mr: "Thornaike-alſoE, 

7.3.c 3.” much for this preſence of Chriſt's -Body-to- bein, wi 
andey the Elements, - immediately upon, and : by the conſec n- ( 
of them, (which conſecration alſo he placeth @.3:4c/p. eh ied 
bleſſing of the Elements- before the breaking &c. -menti 
fore 8. 7.). Look batk-now upon all theſe Pleas of Catholic L £2 
ſee it they will not maketupatieatt a reaſonable pround”ot mativ - ' 
their Adoration. A*reafotable- ground3* 1 ſay» nothere-(wharles 
might) ſufficient to mia their Faith from: all ſuſpicion oÞe 
"but (which ſerves' my purpofeY by {cure them” from Tdolatry 
their Adoration, tho they thould be/miftaken; When's orher 
Tons; becaiſe proceeding.on-like reaſonable niotives; areb e> 
teſtants in their ration "of 4 miſtaken Preſence or Obj S 
-cuſted from it; {See before F.5.) As, for" hy 
Adorer of one much reſembling our: Lordthete on —_ hes 
rer of an unconſecrated Hoaft,” or Wafer wm the Altar ce 

"eſpecially when Catholicks in eroding fu ch Divine' Revek g-" 
Chriſt's Preſence , and ſo for their' Adoration; receive! ng coneraERe 
diction (as 1t 18 pretended they do) from* their' ſenſes :-be cafe; 
they adore; Imean with Divine Adoration, nothing viſible; or 

ſible at all, nor any ſubſtance inviſible wherein any thing/tha 
cursto their ſenſes inheres ; | but only underſtand Chriſt's | | 
preſent there, where their: ſenſescan no way certainly, and! ga "(7 
any preterided Divine Revelation, inform them, either when" ills. 
preſent; or not ; ſince, ſalvis omnibus phenomenis, all opparrachy Ts 
granted (moſt true, ſuch a Preſence is poſſible. _ Wc 
”> "Theſe rational Grounds of Catholicks for Adoration, which ws. 

 expeRted ſhould have'.bin moſt ſtritly examined- by 'thole willy: 
conclude rhe Rowan practice herein Tdolatry', are ſlightly -paileliþ- - 
 'over by Da#l?, mn pronouncing that thiserror-of' Cathnlicks-wiclliW41; 
Toute ent iere de" lehr paſſion.” Apolos: des Eglis + Reform. CLF, veR IN 
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md: after in reducing all their ground: thereof toa —leſeulc-autho- F. 
re du Pape & defor Concile: and by Dr. Taylor, Real Pref. :S.:13. 
> 346. in-calling them — ſome triflins pretences made out ofi ſame 
ſay. prof the Fathers. Elſewhere, indeed, when he was tn.a more 
pharitable temper ( Liberty of Propheſ. p. 25S.) he faith, that, 
For a motive ro ſuch an-opinion, Koman-C atholicks have a;Divine | 
ERevelation, whoſe literal and Grammatical Senſe, if that Senfe 
Ewas intended, would warrant them to do violence to -all the Sci- 
Fences in the circle : but prudently there omits their plea of Ce- 
olick '7724:tiop, ſecuring to them ſuch a literal ſenſe of the Text. 
Dr... ages (Rom. Idol. c.2.9.7.) faith firſt, —* That, if a mil 
take in this caſe ' will excuſe the Rowapzf, it would excule the 
#grofſeſt idolatry in the world. And in comparing two. perſons, 
pne” worſhipping Chriſt as really preſent in the Sun, another, 
pariit, as really preſent in the Sacrament, he faith, as inconſide- 
ately as magiſterially, —© That, ſuppoſing a miſtake in both, we 
Eare not to enquire into the, reaſons of the miſtake, [7.e. as he ſaith 
pefore, concerning the probability of the one miſtake, more than of the 0- 
Fer] © but the influence it hath upon our aCtions., So he... Bur, 
what is more manifeſt, than that the influence which a miſtake 
tath upon our actions, as to making them culpghie or.. innocens, 
Enot always the ſame, but very various, and often contrary ; ren- 
ring them ſometimes. blamelcſs, ſometimes! faulty, according as 
& miſtake is ex- or in-excuſable ?? Next ; he grants 1[6:d.9.5. a 
tholick Tradition of Tranſnbftantiation to be aſutiicient ground for 
foration : But the Catholick 'T radition, that is pleaded here :ne- 
Stfary for Adoration, is baly that of a corpora/ Prafonice. Now, for 
@ ſufficient evidence of ſuch a'Tradition,, 1 refer. the conſcientious 
Reader to what hath bin ſaid before, waving that of,'/Tramubſtan- 
tration as'to this controverſie, tho. the ſame Catholick ;I'radition 
Suthorizerh both ; namely;'a -Gorporal Preſence by a mutation: of 
the Elements into our Lord's Body. - This from $.-24- Of zhe-Rato- 
nds :Catholicks have for their Adoration... iS in 
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; 1th. Foriſuch Rational grownas therefore, of :theiryorlhip 
hers given! (and xor from any! exceſs of charity;jor from che din 
PFaxcies of ſome few, tho learned-men, as Dr, & ling fiett;in:his Pre- 
ace to Roman Hdolatry would infinuate) dolgtry i's by many Protc- 
fentsof latecither wot a8 all, or but faintly charged on the Church of 
Rome. For firſt; ſeo Mr: Thorndikein his Epilogne, Je 4+ 396-3508 


#41 fay firſt (faith he) that the, Adoration of the Eucharifh, which 
Fthe' Church of Rome preſcribeth, 1s gate wes ns ay 
En6t;whatit may-be accidentally. ls ——— which lome | 
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: Fen may- conceal, and niay akes it 1 1 God.: buth 
k-xipon ſuppoſition: of that intention, whit though Yrofe Tio 
the Church formeth.-+ | And/in his: F "Weights I 12 
© They who'give the honour oper to od to his creature, at 
 *idolaters;. they that worſhip the H Hoaſt give. the honour due 
-£Gad to hiscreature : this 1s taken:for-a' Demorſtration, that # 
*worſhip-of the Hoaſt is'1dolatry. ' But will. any Papiſt ackadh wW 
edgy that he honours the. Elements: of the Euchariſt, or, as 
thinks, the Accidents.of them, for God 2 Will common Reaſ i 
*charge him-to honour that , which he believes not to be ther 
© If they were there,they would not take them for God ; and thetk 
{foreithey would 'aot honour them for -God + And chat 15-1t-{nd 
6: * ſaying that they ſhould. be idolaters if the elements did reme F: : 
©that muſt make them idolaters. And Epilog. p. 357- 10 Jeng 
-ral he ſaith ;; —< Whoſo admits idolatry [5. e.' in any. point whall 
Fever} to be taught by the Roman Church, can by no means 
©it tobe a Church ;'rhe very being whereof {uppoſeth the 
ſhip of 'one” God, excluſive to any thing elle. The: Roman 
Church) then, mukt either be freed " Aim the imputation of co : 
manding any thing that is idolatry, (7.e. adoration of a creature {a1 
God ); orwe muit-affirm , there to be, and to have. bin, no tru 
Chutch of Chriſt, never fince ſach command of that which - 
fay'is idolatry went forth ,- (which fio- judiciousProteltantT ink 
hath or dare tay of the Roman-Church, ſince ithe beginning: of 
Adoration of the Euchariſt ::) Far what Church or SeM-of T 
gion can be Apoftate at all, if not a Church committing, and e( 
manding idolatry ; even the worſhiping of a piece of bres 1 
which themſelves made, for that God which made-them and þ ale 
ven and earth: © 25114 UE 
'.  Andthus rn Ly 4s Enchir, 1:2.5:2:  « Perperam. Zynnergl T't 
£ —_— olerife ue 'Proteftantibus objicitur, & 11. tdololifin 
Inks koreriiiine ab: his infimulantur & damaantur 
( DO ique Romayenſes,- ut 8c: ali fideles, credant panem onld | 
| "grits otvelle ainplius payem, ſed-corpusChiſti-; node illi nos 
<pdaiein adorant: fed'tantuin ex: ſfuppolitione; licer falſa, nog tal 
ret fbtetion; aut impia, vetcum' fide direte pugnante; -utlupe, 
riore libto oftenſim'eR., Chrifti corpus, Þ uod.. vere adorandun 
eſs adorant. In Enchariſtia enim meate diſcernendem eſſe Gli 
ſtoma vida fnqpaptent morn & Chriſttun-quidem edorandnd T 
1 | quia-ſpecies/ills ſunt res Creat® 
Sea tane nates adorationis;| And Hbid. 1 


Tye Fond Baſten Church, a wellas the Reman, rouſe ir in C5 
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he concludes, QCu# anfit omnes hos Chriſtianos idololatria” arcefiere & 
dawnare ? + After the-fame manner the Arch-Biſhop of:\Spalato,: de 
Repub Eccleſe 7:1. 1156/2. 6. —*Reſpondeo (ſaith he) memullum 
©1dololatricum crimen' in adoratione Euchariftis , fi reQedirigatur | 
bintentio, agnoſcere. Qui caim: docent, panem non efle: amplius 
*panem, ſed corpus'Chriſti,- il}t profeQopanem nan adorant:; ſed 
Tolum ex ſuppolitione, licet falſa, Chriſt-corpus vere adorabile /a- 
Edorant. ' Non enim noſtrt dicunt ſpecies pans 8 win, -hoc eſt, 
* accidentia illa efle adoranda. | [471 
= Biſhop Bramhal, cited before $.6, —© The Sacrament ts to by 
E adored, {aid the Council of Trext. 'The Sacramezt, 1.6. formally 
rhe Body and Blood of Chriſt ſay ſome of your Authors : we fay 
rhe fame. . —The Sarramert, ie. the ſpecies of bread and- wine 
Way others: that wedeny. ''Thus he. ior ora 
=: Dr. Tay/or,in his Liberty of Propheſying p. 258.corifeſleth the Sub- 
Wects of the Church of Rome no 1dolaters in this kind:; at leaſt ſo 
as to worſhip Bread. or any creature with Divine Worſhip, and as 
God: for — ff It isevideat, faith he, that the O%je& of their Adora- 
tion (that, which is repreſented' toi them in their minds; their 
"thoughts; and purpoſes, and by which God principally,” af: not 
bfolely, takes eftimate of humane attions) in the Blefled. Sacra- 
Meat, is'the only true and eternal God, hypoftatically joynet 
Ewvith his holy Humanity ; which Humanity they believe aQtu- 
Aly under the veil of the Sacramental-ſigns. : And if they: thought 
Him not preſent;they are ſo far from worſhiping the Bread in this 
==, that themſelves profeſs it tobe idolatry to do fo; which is 
BFademonſtration that their foul hath nothing in it thatis idololatri- 
ea; (72.0. as to the diretFing this their divine worſhip to an undue objett.] 
Which things if faid right. by him and'the others, the ſame Dr. /$. 25. 
7 ylor is faulty in his charge in-Real Preſence, p. 334. Faulty I ſay, 
charging on the Church of-Rowe,”not their worſhip of a right Srillirgf. 
Dbject ina ſome-way unlawful and prohibited manner, this we —_ I 
are not here examining; but their worſhip of an undue Obje& of © ** 
Adoration,of a creature'inftead of- God: for {ſo hechargeth them 
thetes *Jf/fanrth he there) they beideceived in their own ftrit 
| Afticle, 'Che-means of Trunſubſtantiation, | then it is certain, they 
commitatract 6f Idolatry in giving divine honour to a meer crea- 
'ture, the image, the Sacrament and repreſentment of the Body 
'of Chtift. Thus he. ' Whes it is evident that the Objett &c, '# the 
ly t#u6 and eterpdl God 8c. as he ſaid before inthe place cited,and 
Smut fy ifhe will ſay:trach; So,'faulty.is alſo*Daile, (Reply to 
Chamont p. 63.) in his charging: the»Church of Rowe'to worſhi 
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his arguing : Catholicks adore that ſubſlante that i 
: »wath" the accidents of the bread and wine; but this {uh 
ſtance is bread': ergo they adore bread. By which \arguing he- mia 
aswell-prove:the Lutherans in the Euchariſt to adore a worm or { 
"mite, thus: 'The | L»therans adore that ſubſtance which 'is joyne( 
'with the/bread ;' but that ſubſtance is.a worm.or mite: (for ſuch 
"thing may be there with the bread at ſuch time of Adoration): Er 
.26, they adore a worm. - Whereas both the Catholick and Latherad 
explain the indefinite term [hat which,] uſed in the major Propofi 
*i0n, reſtriQtrvely to the Body of Chriſt, and excluſively to any a 
ther ſubſtance whatever, that is, or may be, there, either withichi 
bread, or under its accidents. Faulty alſo is Dr. Stillingfleet, Ron 
'Haokc.2. in ſaying, the Proteſtants. controverfie with Catholicks is: 
* Whether proper Divine Worſhip, in the time of receiving ithe Ew 
©chariſt, may be given to the Elements. on the account -of a con 
© poral Preſence under them. p. 117. And, as for the paſſage 
the Council of Trezt, /efſ. 13.c.5. urged by lum there for it, hi 
-miſtake 1s:ſhewed before; g. 12. And fo, faulty, in his concluding'*: 
'p. 118: — © That the immediate term of that Divine Worſhifſ*1 
* given.by Catholicks, is the external and viſibleſigns or element! 
And again, p. 124. © 'That, upon the principles of 'the Romania: 
© Church, no man can. be ſatisfied that he worſhips not a nee 
£:creature with divine-honour,-when he. gives Adoration to thilllt 
* Hoaſt'*: [whtn-as Catholicks expound themſelves ta meanby Hoath 
their Adoration, uot the Symbols, or Sacramentum,. but rem SaG 
menti.] Again,'p.127, 125, 129. —*© That, ſuppoſing the! 
-© vine Nature preſent inany thing, givesno ground upon that acY'® 
*count-to. give ithe ſame worſhipto the thing wherein it is pre} 
- .Tent.]'[[Carholicks grant this as much as he : and doth not himſelf ſay k 
& ſeveral times, That Carholicks:condemn the worſhiping of ameeſ 
*creature for idolatry ?7] '»Seeag.4. p. 120, — © If (faith he): 
'*ſhould be but a meer creature [that 1 adore, ] all- the world cangol 
*excuſe mefrom idolatry, and my own. Church [he means the Ro 
© man}].condemns me ;. all agreeing that.this is:groſs idolatry... Aﬀ 
'*rhem, [i.e.. Catholicks, } rhat.: to. give\proper divine-honour to. ff « 
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*creature is" idolatry. | Again,; þ. 126+ he-faith, '—*hefinds'i 
*©venerally'agreed-by the NoQtors of the -Rompay Uhurch,. that th 
Humane Nature of. Chriſt. confidered alone, [:ze. without an Hy 

*paſtatical waiomtothe Dininity, ought not\.t0: have divzne honou 
wtF poſtutically united ;acnon; beſides It i... AY thele,T fay, faulty th 
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Laltly, Dr. Hammond, in his Treatiſe -of 1dolatry, g. 64. ” Pan 6 
Fuppoſition that the ignorance or error of Catholicks 1s grounded on 
miſunderſtanding of Scripture, [7 add, ſo expound:d to them by the 
ſupreme Church- Authority, || {ſeems to charge them rather with a 
material than a formal idolatry ; which material idolatry 'in ma- 
ny caſes is or may be committed without ſin ; as alſo material a- 
dultery, and the like. His words are : — © That ifit be demand- 
cd, Whether in this caſe, that their ignorance or error he 
W * grounded on miſunderſtanding of Scripture, rhis:fo ſimple and 
not groſs ignorance may ſerve for a ſufficient antidote toallay the 
+ poylon of ſuch a ſin of material, tho perhaps in them not formal, 
W © idolatry &c. becauſe if they were not verily perfwaded that it 
WL were God, they profeſs they would never think of worſhiping it * 
* —he had no neceſlity to define and fatisfie it, being only to confi- 
*der what idolatry is ; and not how excuſable- ignorance or mi- 
*ftake can make it. And 1ndeed Proteſtant Writers, that will 
haveat to be idolatry, are concerned to make it-fuch a'gentle one;. 
:asthat the practice thereof died in, and it neither particularly 
Ronfeiſed, nor repented of, yet excludes not from {ſalvation ; or el 
4 zey mult damn all thoſe who-lived in the viſible communion of 
te Church:Carholick for five or fix hundred. years: by their owrr 
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-jaſt commands being no light. offence. Neither for the. yeilding - 

| fuch obedience in general 1s it neceflary that the Churches -Sub«- 

jects be.abfolutely certain of the. rightneſs. or lawfulneſs of-the- 
Zhurches Decreesor Commands : For, thus, the more ignorantin=s', 8 
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fore þ, 24. &e.:well; onſidered, 1 leave the! Re 
whether ſucha;pretended<certainty.can have anyTo 
 Hberarindeny to:for 24 100 
| not. _E Era -0ftr:00t | 'finnwg; 
ghgmons we cannot; be, concerning: any: thing! that-iga 
y.Quriawfuland Canonical Supetiours; w 
ey : unleſs fas hath-big Rau 4 werare firſt 


things-that-feemwor # to be dxarhinicd, oy any; Oh Yan, 7 
-1+this point ſeeks: ſatisfaftionz are, 1. Whether the Romanet 
licks:2rounds of bebeving Chris Corporal Preſence in'the.; 
» the x . ls, are ſol Land True. . 2. And next 
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to be aored; | ir on canaile ſuch perſon ron 
againſtany- adoration; or; if yoll will, co-adow 
OF any.Qther, thing whatever there preſens}; bl 


mo improper, ..or-wath tan: 
qunly fach' an inferiour veneration 
wheThings,.. 0 2 415 ohdtg 


